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[REFLECTIONS 1 


UPON 
Modern Fanaticiſm.. 


In Two LETTERõ, 
T 0 


Doctor BRETT, 


And the AurRHOR of a late Pamphlet ironi- 
cally intitled, 


AM.. Leſlie's DEFENCE 


FROM: SOME 


Dangerous and 8 PRINCIPLES. 


By MAr TRIAS Kaas Presbyter of © 
the Church of England. 


IS AI AH KXliv. 20. 


He feedeth of Aſhes, a deceived Heart hath turned him 
aſide, that he cannot deliver his Soul, nor ſay, is there 
not a Lie in my Mouth ? 


LONDON: 


Printed by N. Misr in Great Carter Lane, and Sold 
by J. Monpuzw near Stationers-Hall. 1720. 


Price Two Shillings. 
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Concerning the Naw SEPARATION in 
which the Four Controverted Point of 
the ene are brought daum to 


A 


M 7. ellie's Four M, arts. 


REVEREND SIR, 


000 was pleaſed about two Tears 
and an Half fince, to ſend a very 
Selig obliging Letter in my Behalf to a 
Friend, for which I have ever ſince 
"A ow'd you ſome Acknowledgments, 
which Buſineſs of greater Conſequence has hi- 
therto hindered me from paying. I affure you, 
Sir, Þ deſign to handle you like a Gentleman, 
and leave the World to judge, whether you will 
2 come 


* . 
# * 0 


oy ere 
"mm" —— 


— ne eaſes) 8 
come off better than thoſe who have been treated 
| like Porters. 

As it does the Rebler, for. whoſe Benefit this 
| Letter ſhall be printed, no Service, to be put in 
Mind of perſonal Unkindneſſes betwi xt the 
i Doctor dad my ſelf; I ſhall omit that Topick, 
being to ſtrike at the Root of the preſent Con- 
erovery in Hand, in order to which, I ſhall in 


the fir — © treat in 1 —— our 
2 of F aith. X 


Cray. I. 
Concerning. the Chriſtian Rule of Faith in 


[ro . 


\ V F E may for ever diſpute concerning the 
Scriptures and Tradition, unleſs we pro- 
ceed regularly Step by Step, until we are carri- 
ed to the Summit of our Endeavours. 
For this Reaſon have fix d upon this firſt To- 
pick in our Chriſtian Rule of Faith. 
Our Adverſaries, the Separatiſts, will not 
deny theſe. few . Poſtulata. | 
1. That the Profeſſors of the Chriſtian Reli- 
gion are a Society united for the promoting the 
eternal Happ — of Mankind. 
2. That Chriſt is the ſupream Lawgiver to 
this Society. 
3. That no Laws can be made in this Society, 


but in Subordination to Chriſt, the ſupream 
Head thereof. 


Having 


(30 
Having laid down theſe Poſtulata, I define 
the Chriſtian Rule of Faith, to be the Rule by 
which the Laws of this Society are conveyed 
down to us. F I 
To illuſtrate this hy an obvious Example; if 
a Man ſhould aſk, me what is the Rule of our 
Engliſh Law, I would tell him, that one Rule 
will not ſerve to anſwer his Queſtion, The Rule 
of our Statute-Law is our printed Statute-Book ; 
the Rule of our common Law is Cuſtom, and the 
Rule of Chancery is the Records of that Court. 
To. come therefore at the Knowledge of our 
Chriſtian Rule of Faith, we muſt lay down this 
Ax1om. Ly u. 
1. That it is eſſential to a Law's being a Law 
to Society, that it be ſufficiently known. 
2. To know what is a Law, it muſt have cer- 
tain Marks, that it proceeds either immediately 
from the ſupream Legiſlative Power in that So- 
ciety, or mediately by its deputed Authority. 
I conclude the Manner in which a Law is 


made ſufficiently known, is, the Rule of that 


Law, as a Compilation of Acts of Parliament, 
which we call a Statute-Book, is the Rule of a 
Statute-Law; and a Collection of adjudged Caſes 
is the Rule of Common-Law; ſo the Rule of 
Chriſtian Faith is the Means by which the Laws 

of Chriſt are made known to us. 4 
I édo not therefore pretend to ſay, that we 
can have no other Rule of Faith except the Scri- 
pture, becauſe this is reſtraining the Power of 
God, who may, by Revelation, appoint Inſtitu- 
tions and Signs, to attend them, for a Series of 
4 Ages, 


* 


1 

Ages, which ſhall as fully prove the Truth of 
the Matters of Fact as poſhble; nay, ſuch are 
the Proofs for the Scriptures themſelves. 

But till the different Manner in which the 
Law is conveyed, is a different Rule: However, 
at the ſame time we muſt not part with this 
Axiom, that it is eſſential to a Law to be a 
Law to Society, that it be ſufficiently known. 

I conclude, that no Divine Law 18 a Divine 
Law to us, unleſs it is plainly and evidently 
conveyed to us. Upon the whole, the Means 
by which itis conveyed is the-Rule of our Chri- 
ſtian Faith, and fo ſet this Definition ſtand 'till 
you, Reverend Sir, or your Friends can give a 

etter. a 


In what Manner the Scriptures are ſaid to 
be a Rule of Fauth., 


H E Scriptures ate, at leaſt, one Rule of 
1 our Faith, becauſe they were at firſt 
writ by infpired Writers, with this Deſign, that 
they ou be a written Law for Chriſtians, 
and ſhould be ſtanding Records, as our Statute- 
Books are at this Day. 

Thus the Will of God is evidently convey- 
ed to us therein ; for if we are previouſly * 
tisfied by rational and infallible Proofs, that 
the Scriptures are the Law of God, which, that 
they are, I ſhall hereafter prove: It — 
| tnat 


t 
t 
55 
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. 
that what is contained therein is Law to us, 
and requires to be obſerved as fuch, 
I need not ſay how many have been fatally 
led into Sorrow 323 the — 0 ol of their 
udgments, in nat diftinguiſhing the Laws con- 
Eine in char fene Bod. n ges 
For the Scriptures are a Digeſt of Divine 
Laws mixed with the Eeeleſiaſtical Hiſtory of 
the Church of God, from the Creation of the 
World to the Times of Chriſtianity; together 
with the Secular Hiſtory, ſo far as the Church 
is affected thereby. J it A 
All therefore contained in Seripture is not 
Law to every Man alike; nor are the Matters 
of Fact contained therein Law; for, in that 
Caſe, Divine Laws would be contradictory in 
themſelves. 2.65.54 «08 
Conſidering the Scope and View of the Scri- 
ptures, we muſt ſeparate- the Hiſtory from the 
Body of Law, and we muſt eall nothing a Law 
which. is not therein a Divine Command; nor 
is 1t nevertheleſs a Law to us, unleſs the Com- 
mand is directed to us in the Circumſtances in 
which we are at that time: All which muſt be 
pointed out as plainly, as evidently, as the Law 
it ſelf, for Circumſtances are the beſt and ſureſt 
Interpreters of Laws, 5 n 
The Paſſover was a Law to the Fews, it was 
obſerved by our Bleſſed Saviour; and never- 
theleſs, it is no Law to his Diſciples and Fol- 
lowers. to this Day. : Ws 
It 1s therefore equally neceflary to be known- 
to whom it is a Law, as that it is ſuch; for 


Hf the 
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- ; . | Tp as 1 
the Scriptures are as equally a Statute- Book to 


the Fews as to the Chriſtians; and as the Scri- 


pture is moreover an Hiſtory, every Fact there 
recorded is not a Law; nor is every Practice 


in Church Diſcipline a ſtanding and irre vo- 


cable Law, becauſe Matters of Diſcipline are 
not of a ſtanding, but mutable Nature: The 
Church in the Scripture may be recorded to 


do one thing, and the ſame Eccleſiaſtical Power 


may abrogate its own Laws, and make new. 


I call therefore a ſtanding Divine Law, a Di- 
vine Command that we ſhall obſerve, and ſuch 
Laws the Church below cannot repeal, becauſe 


== are the Laws of Chriſt. 


But Church Acts recorded in Scripture may 
be repealed by the ſame Authority by which 


they were made in a new Act. 
I have premiſed this, to ſnew the Weakneſs of 


ſome who ſuppoſe every thing recorded in Scrip- 


ture to be a Law, whereas it is to be conſulted 


not only as a Book of Legiſlature, but as a Re- 
cord, which are different things; for though e- 


very Book of Legiſlature is a Record, every Re- 
cord is not a Law. | 

All our Saviour practiſed is not a Law to us, 
nor what St. Paul practiſed when he went to a 
Purification in the Temple, nor what St. Peter 
practiſed when St. Paul reproved him to his 
Face; yet theſe are all recorded in the Holy 
Scriptures, but not recorded as Laws to us. 

St. Paul's ſaying it was better not to marry 
than marry, does not eſtabliſh Celibacy amongſt 


all Chriſtians as a divine Law] yet if God ſhould. 


enact 


80 


enact one thing to be better than another, this | 
would certainly bea Law: However, this was 


not formed into a Law; it was no more; than 
the prudential. Counſel of St. Paul adagted to 
thoſe Times of Perſecu tio. 
I conclude from what has been ſaid, that to 

knaw what is a Divine Law in the Scriptures, 
and whom it concerns, it muſt have theſe Marks. 
1. It muſt appear to be tlie Command of God. 

2. It muſt appear literally to be deliver d to 
us, or in the ſame Circumſtances witll thoſe to 
whom it was delivered in Relation to that Law. 
By theſe two Marks we eaſily arriye at our 
Scope, and bring down that Diſpute likewiſe to 
the Teſt. | oft" 03 
For Example, God is ſaid to ſpeak the Ten 
Commandments from Mount Singi, and from 
thence he proceeds to farther Laws, which more 
nearly reſpected the loſt Government of the 
Tribes. Aus 0,7), i Al its 
Ibe Commandments (except that particular 


of keeping the Sabbath Day) reſpect us equally | 


as them, becauſe our Circumſtances are the ſame 
with theirs in reſpect to thoſe Laws; for we are 
to have no more Gods than the I1/-aelites before 


us; we have Fathers as well as they, who con- 


ſequently have the ſame Right to Reſpect and 


Reverence as theits; our Bodies are united to 


our Souls by no ſtronger Tenure than our Fore- 
fathers were; and conſequently, are equally 
expoſed to Separation hy Violence: Our Wives 
and Goods we look upon ſtill as our Property, 


and therefore Laws to preſerve them are as a- 


greeable 
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erceable to our "Conftitutions'as to thoſ: who 
15 Three Thouſand Tears ſincdce. 
But the Divigon idtimediately appears, Ex. xx. 
4. 25. An ofering'of earth ſhalt thou make 
1 unto me, and ſhalt ſutyiſtce thereon thy burnit- 


9 


ll offerings, and thy e. thy ſheep and 
1 thine oxen, in all places where I record my name I 
4 will come unto thee, and bleſs thee ; and if thou 


Le as 4 ü oorPSS Yy - FYFy- Y 4 | 
wilt make me an altar of ſtone, thou ſhalt not 


| bild it of hewn Atbne; for if thou lift thy tool 


upon it, thou haſt polliited it. Now the very Rea- 
ſon of that Command is ceas'd as to us, nor more- 
over have we Altats for Burnt-Offerings, or Sa- 


4 crifices like theirs; this conſequently is no Law 

1 . | 
1 When God commands or forbids, and deduces 
4 the Reaſon thereof from the Nature of the thing 
9 it ſelf, ſuch a Command or Precept is of an eter- 
it nal Obligation, and conſequently it is a Law to 
1 all Men, in all Ages, becauſe Reaſon is immu- 
Ii table, and all Mankind are in the fame Circum- 
t ſtance in reſpect to that Law, where God com- 
Il mands, That the blood ſball not be eaten becauſe 
Wi it is the Life, Lev. xvii. 11. This is an eternal 
i Law; for the ſame Reaſon Tithes are a Law to 


tion. | | 

It is ſaid, Dent. xx. 18. That in a Siege the 
Trees which yield Meat ſhall not be cut down, 
'Becauſe the tree of the field is man Life. This is 
a Law of Obligation to the End of the World 
(or at leaſt I conceive ſoi;) and from that Reaſon 
this General Precept takes its Riſe, that in a 
TO War, 


us, becauſe they have the ſame moral Obliga- 


— . x05 , 


13 


Vater ſhall not be poiſoned; nor the Corn ropt 


de up in the Ground 


* 


War, nothing gauge deſtroyed which, yields 


C 


Fa 


* 


before it is ripe; nar even 


r 9094 J . .” 's > ans * 
che Dung caſt into the River which is to be laid 


7 
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bPrieſt a 


| thereon. 


: | menno 
Tubus far, Ihope, the Reader will agree that I 


x 
4 — * 


0 
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, 
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have advanced nothing obſcure and intricate, 
and, as our Enemies muſt neceſſarily endeayour 
to ſtrike at ſomething I havealready laid down, 


l long to know where they will begin their At- 


* 


ol 
þ 
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. Having thus explained upon the Marks of a 
Divine Law, recorded in Writing, another Que, 
ſtion ariſes which I deſign for the following 
Chapter, 3 


Whether there can be any other Rule of 
Faith except the Scriptures 2 | 
80 N 


on ſhould ſubſiſt without a written Rule, 
ecauſe God may have ſeveral extraordinary 


; I is no Contradiction in Terms, that Religi- 


Methods to convey and make known his Laws 
to us. | 


He may, if he pleaſes, continue Inſpiration 
from Age to Age, and make the Mouth of the 
aw tothe People; he may deliver. his 


f Will by Signs in the Air, or by oracular Means. 


B 2 But 


F 


>) 

hut this we may take fo granted, that whic 
is imperfectly delivered is not his Will, * or”; 
LAW to us; for, as Piſobedience to his Will 4 
#tended with kettzin Puniſpments, he would be 
Huſt to inflict Puhiſhthents for the Tranſgref? 
fion 3 . 
Gutward Signs and Inſtitutions may attend a 
Law, and be tranſthitted down to future Ages, 
which, EINE if they have certain, true 
and infallible Mar + "nay be a Rule of Faith! 
and upon an equal Foot with written Records. 

Some may call this, if they pleaſe, Tradition; 
let the Papiſts and new Separatiſts triumph over 
this imaginary Conceſſion in their Favour. I de- 
ſigh ſpeedily to withdraw my Smiles, and frown 
upon them as before. This I refer to the next 
Chapter; I ſhall only lay down here this Con- 
cluſion, that if any other Methods can be ſup- 
poſed with equal Certainty to convey the Di- 
vine Will to us, ſuch lay a juſt Claim to be our 

But, to diſpute a Pofibili ad Eſſe, is no ſtrong 
Logick: The Papiſt, if he pleaſes, may beg, 
Law of God in his Month, tho' he has the Devil 
in his Heart: But J deſign to enter a Caveat 
againſt him, becauſe he is a very Pretender, 


The Aſtrologer may beg, that 1 will. let the. 


Stars have ſome Share in giving Laws to the 
World, which Favour I deſign to beſtow only 
upon the Moon, for ſeveral weighty Reaſons, 
and, moreover, to oblige our Efſentialiſts, 


Me- 


that I will ſuffer his Pope to have the infallible 


- 3 
w CF 

p Oh: 

"2 
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is 
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Meine hear them calling out for Traditi- 
q „ 1 which they have" worſhipped 
Wb long, as fothc do the Devil! ent y to be le 
e me Lurch; that very Tradition Lin tear them 
ia Pistes, deſtroy their new efferticl Poitits, und 


6 


Wearry the poor batter d Remains of their "Caps 
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4 Whether Tradition may be ald « Rai 
. a 


"Radition- is fo complex a Term. want l 

* wonder any clear and juſt Scheme can 
ever be formed therefrom, whereas Truth is. aver 
drawn from Simplicity : All the beautiful THE 
orems and noble „ in Euclid are ex- 
r tracted from plain, eaſy, and unaffected Defini- 
tions and Axioms ; nor can even a Queſtion be 
reſolved in Al bra, "till the Terms are cleared 


'_ FR_Lr Fn yu yy ctw we 


from the Rubbiſh that clogs them, and conceals 
> MS the Truth. 

| 2X8 Tradition, cohfficrcd without Diſtinction, 

̈ ſwo far from being a Rule of Faith, that it is is the 


Vehicle of Lies, Dreams, Viſions, Superſtition, 
> M8 Paganiſm, and the whole Multiplicity of Hea- 
then Gods together; the Errors and Innovati- 
ons of Popery, to which I may add, the ne 
Advances of Enthuſiaſm with our Ef-ntialifts. 


T 0 


£ Rule of all the Falſhood in the World : *Tis the 
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Jo clear therefore the Tradition, for which 


1 ſhall eontend, from the groſs Imperfection 


of that for which our Adverſaries diſpute; 1 

ſhall, firſt repeat, that a Rule of Faith cannot 
de built upon an Uncertainty, neither can itt be 

uncertain in it ſelf, becauſe, Juſtice, and Equi - 


ty require, that not only Laws ſhould. be plai 


n 
but alſo that they ſhould be plainly conveyed 


to thoſe whom they oblige. 


— 
- 


Mr. Leſlie, whoſe Service to Religion can 
never be too gratefully remembered, in his Con- 


troverſy againſt the Deiſts, has laid down four 


Marks which will ſtand all the Attacks of the 
Deiſts, and by farther Improvement, deſtroy 
Popery and Enthuſiaſm, and give them a laſting 
RG in their Grave. ; 
1. That the Matter of Fact be ſuch as that 
Mens outward Senſes, their Eyes and Ears may 
judge of it. | ; 


. 


3. That it be done publickly in the Face of | I 


the World. 8 Nanni n n | | 
3. That not only publick Monuments be 


kept up in Memory of it, but ſome outward | 


Actions to be performed. 


4. That fuch Monuments, and ſuch Actions 
or Obſervances be inſtituted, and commence 


from the Time that the Fact was done. 


A Matter of Fact with theſe Atteſtations can- 
not, morally ſpeaking, be falſe; the Scriptures 


are founded upon ſuch Evidence, and ſo likewiſe 
are the firmeſt Proofs for the Chriſtian Religion, 


- Theſe Marks will ſtand the Teſt of all the 
Errors that have ever prevailed, and, in vain, 


2 has 
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as Monfieur Le Clerc, witlr a whole Tribe of 


ren: ag ieee 
nemies to Chriſtianity, endeavoured to over 


| =throw them by one ſingle Inſtance. . L n . 
WW | Whereas Tradition, in its full Latitudes 
She fruitful Mother f Lies, and, as ſuch, it is 
obtruded upon the World, firſt, by the Papiſts, 
and ſecondly, by a more unaceountable Sect 
chan they, in ſome Reſpectss. 
However, crude as it is, out Eſſentialiſts, and 
particularly Dr. Brett, argue upon its Bottom, 

- WT make it an unerring and infallible Rule, and 
- ME preſume from thence to excommunicate/alFex- - 
y | W cept themſelves, and deal Damnation with a 
= liberal Hadd. 9 ABU BSD 
2 They muſt paint God in all the Forms of 
Horror, to make him give Men ſuch an uneven 
Rule, to require them to walk ſtraight by, and 
damn them for the Non- performance of Condi- 
tions himſelf has made precarious; for if the 
pretend, that any Tradition beneath theſe 
Marks can come up to a Rule of Faith, I ſhall, 
din its due Place, prove that ſuch Facts may be 
falſe, and then, 1 hope, they have done with 
cheir pretended Rule of Faith, unleſs they af- 
fect to make God as black as the Calviniſts ren- 
der theirs, dreſs him as a Tyrant, another Pha- 
voab, and a God who ſeems to want Occafions 


d d deſtroy his Creatures. | 
. = Moreover, it is a Contradiction, that a Law 
; can be uncertainty propounded ; for Uncertain- 
J pl is a Nullity; what is uncertain can come un- 
i der no Definition, for while it is uncertain, whe- 
der any Object is black or white, it is neither 
black or white to the Eye that views it. 
I do 


8 —— 
N a * 


N his Wall by a Js 2 5 the above: 
mentioned Marks, but chat he has ſo done, is 
another Queſtion. that follows not from the 
Premiſes laid domnz to know whether he has 
or nat, miſt he by examining the Facts, and 
are particularly, to know whether the Inſtatu- 4 | 
tions are appointed y God, which is eſſentially 
negeſſary in chis Caſe, otherwiſe it may be only 


a Human Law, or a Trick. 


For Example, the Inſtitution of the Paſſover, | 
if a Miracle had not attended it, to which the 
People were Witneſſes, might have been poſſibly 
a Trick of Moſes, and no divine Appointment, | 
Therefore Divine Laws muſt be attended | 
with Evidence, that they come from God, o- 
therwiſe they are nevertheleſs no Divine Laws 
to us. 1295 "0 tl. SD, = 
grant, that the Abolition of the Sabbath, 
and the Inſtitution in its Stead of the Lord's 
Day, is a Divine Law, though not recorded in 
the ſacred Writ as ſueh, becauſe, though the | 


* * 0 
4 \ 
N \ 


Lord's Day is tranſiently mentioned there, it is 


Jo naked of Circumſtances, that it is by no 


bring it to the Teſt of the four Marks. For, 
1. As the Obſervation of either the one or 


Means propounded as à Law: However, I dare 
4 
of the other, was publickly attended with a 3 


thouſand Circumſtances, they both were the 


Objects of Mens outward Senſes, their Eyes 
and their Ears; it was impoſlible therefore that : | 
the Obſervation of the Jereiſb Sabbath could 
.ceaſe without the Eyes and Ears of * | ; 
ad 3 


| 
2 
Jy 
= 
. 


5 1.449 

Had been Witneſſes thereto, or that the Lord's 
Day could have been inſtituted without the 
ſame Evidence. e e 
2. The Obſervation of ſo great a Feſtival as 
either one or the other, could be no otherwiſe 
than publick. rien 
1 3. Their Kalendars, and the Service per- 
formed on thoſe Days, are publick Monuments 
and Actions kept up in Memory of the Fact. 

4. Such Monuments and Actions could com- 
mence no otherwiſe than from the time in 


W which the Fact was done, becauſe the Aboli- 


1% BY tion of the Service could not be before the Ob- 


ſervation of the Day was aboliſhed; becauſe it 
was inſtantaneous, and attended the Day, the 
Expiration of the Day muſt neceſſarily attend 
the Abolition of the Service. As to the Lord's 
—4 the publick religious Service muſt take its 

iſe from the publick Inſtitution of the Day, 
becauſe the Obſervation of the Day requires 


to be attended with a Service. 


For Example, if an Act of Parliament ſhould 
decree, that Sunday be aboliſhed with its Ser- 
vice, and Monday be obſerved in its Stead with - 
new Prayers, Oc. and the Clergy, out of their 


X uſual Complaiſance in ſuch Caſe, ſhould uni- 


verſally ſubmit thereto, this could not be done 
without having the Senfes of a whole Nation 
Witneſſes thereto; and Poſterity might eaſily 
know when ſuch a Fact was done, if they could 
fix ſeven Days before immediately preceeding 
in which it was not done. N 


4 Thus 


in the World. 


( 18 * 
-Thysfar is ſarisfadtory. to prove it/a:Chuteli 
Act, and: ithat it was an; Apoſtalical Act will 
de 9 appear. 1704 85! 
This gipft be "danextbewthe Chuteh 4vas Go- 
Wes; de by cone commen Power, whoſe De- 
Crees cou d immediately ſpread and, require una- 
nimous Obedience, for — the Practice 
would not / have been uniform; the Churches 
would have had different Cuſtoms, as about 
the Obſervation of Eaſter - done 
Immediately after theA poſtles Days, Chriſtis. 
nity ſpread over the World; ſuch a Decree tliere- 
fore could not haverheen paſſed without a ge- 
neral Council, of whoſe Seſſions it is as impoſ- 
ſible there ſnould be a Silence in Ecelefiaſtical 
Hiſtory, a as that all the Biſhops in Europe ſhould 
meet in a general Council at this Day, and our 
own Hiſtorians record nothing of the Matter. 
Here, dear Doctor, is — Evidence 3 it 18 
no Shame for the Seriptune to go Hand in Hand 
with it; not to omit, that the mention of the 


Lord's Day in the. Scriptures, compared with 


ſucceeding Practice, is an Evidence which car- 


rtes up this Alteration: 72 high; nor do I de- 
ſire a more ſtrong Proof DEany Natter of Fact 


* N 


Thus, dear 88 we 3 -ut don 5 


Ground, but when, I fall bring 35s ur Pgentials 
ik 


to this-Teſt, they will moulder like the Apples 
of Sodom; ; they appear fair and beautiful to the 
Eye, but in Laſte are very Aſhes. 


Another Queſtion ariſes, whether, 83 


Divine Laws are not ſo evidently propounded 
1 in 


L 


(19) | 


in Scripture, as to keep their Ground without 
Tradition, the Scriptures: do not contain; by 


W Inference or otherwiſe, all that is required to 


e CO ICS 


. be believed, in Relation to the Chriſtian Re- 
1 ligion 2 | 


To this I anſwer, that though God is not 
bound up to reveal his Laws, purely in that 
Manner, nevertheleſs in Fa& chere O Ar- 
ticle of Faith, nothing neceſſary to Salvation, 


== which is not contained in Scripture, or infer- 
15 ( 14 a 1 n. 1241411 
red therefrom. i | 


oY 4 4 * 


If your Friends can mention one, which at 


the ſame time will bear the Teſt of the four 
Marks, I ſhall acknowledge my ſelf miſtaken. 


But, dear Doctor, with all the Reſpect to your 
Learning and Merit, your Inſtance of, the 
divine Right of Epiſcopacy will not ſerve the 


Turn, as 1 ſhall ſhew more fully in my Anſwer | 


to a Scorch Presþyterian, pretended Miniſter of 


Dumbarton, when it ſees the Light. I have 


S ei rang Gs.) -:..: 2 4 


there alſo, dear Doctor, brought the Ignatian 


W Epiſtles to the Teſt of Tradition, in Which 1 


have found Succeſs equal to my Expecta- 


tions. 


Theſe are my Bounds I have ſet to my 


| own Territories, which I deſign to maintain, 
even againſt all Force, except the irrefiſtible 
Torrent of clear and unbiaſſed Reaſon; but, 


however, having ſettled Peace in my own Fron- 


tiers, 1 begin, according to the Cuſtom of Po- 


tentates, to caſt my Eyes upon my Neigh- 
bours Poſſeſſions; I find an Heat in my Breaſt 
to inlarge my Conqueſts; and take in yaur 

C 2 Field 


. 


- ny. ww 
Field of Controverſy, dear Doctor, and make 
it my own, which I thall reſerve for the ſucceed- 


r 5 


” 


Dr. Brett's Nation of Tradition conſidered, | 
as delivered in bis late Book, called, A 
farther” Proof for Tradition, aud com- 
pared with what has been already laid 


AS No Man is obliged by Statute or Com- 
mon Law to give a Reaſon for what he 
ſays, except he is called in Queſtion for the ſame, 

you, dear Sir, out of your abundant Goodneſs, | 
Have, without any Demand on gur Side, given a 
very good Reaſon for your writing this Vindi- 
cation of your Poſtſcript. You tell us, you only 
maintained the Truth in your Poſtſcript, that | 
all the learned Author has faid, by way of Re- 
ply, has not really invalidated any one thing 
you have there endeavoured to maintain; and 
therefore you thought it proper to make the 
Rejoinder. = 
Now, as, in my Opinion, a Rejoinder is 
Backing and Supporting what has been ſaid be- 

fore, if the learned Author had invalidated | 
what you had there ſaid, the Rejoinder would 

have been only a Support to Falſhood and Er- 
ror. And if, on the other Side, he had inva- 
on lidated 
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WT jidated nothing you had ſaid, there had been 
WW Occafion — 833 at all, no more than 
a new, firm and ſtrong Houſe can have Occa- 
ſion for a great Piece of Timber to be ſet up 
to keep it from falling. Fo, 
lf the learned Author argues after your Me- 
WE thod, he can do no lefs than write a Rejoin- 
der to your Rejoinder, and {o on even to your 
= Succeſſor, till a final End is put thereto before 
Ja Court which over-rules all Rejoinders, and 
„ finiſhes all Controverſies, both Eccleſiaſtical 
d and Civil, in the World. 

j To proceed, Reverend Sir, to your third 


paper, you take Offence where you have no 
X ſuch Cauſe for Quarrel. 


ic The No Reaſons, you fay, owns Tradition 
e, to be of great Uſe, when it is truly primitive, 
s, for explaining Scripture: The No Sufficient 
ERKeaſonc, you ſay, does not deny Tradition 
may be of Uſe: And the No Juſt Grounds 
comes, you complain, lower yet, and does not 
deny Tradition its proper Uſe. ; 
= By Tradition, as I take it, is here meant on- 
RE ly the Teſtimony of the firſt Ages. Now, what 
=X Offence it can be to you, that the Opinion of 
the firſt Ages is of Uſe to explain Scripture, I 
proteſt, is beyond my Power to tell; becauſe 
is it is what you have conſtantly argued for, and 
is as modeſt an Account thereof as can be 
deſir'd. | 
XF But to you, learned Sir, it ſeems too mo- 


| 2 deſt; you are for weakning the Force of the 
FX >criptures, by making Tradition — 
ö neceſſa- 


# = WW | 9 
( 2250 i WJ 


neceſſary to explain them. But I adviſe» oy 3 


1118 candidly, to take Care of tampering too un 1 
1 with that Foundation, becauſe it may bring 
11 the Ruins of Chriſtianity about your Ears. j 
1 | would not have you ſpeak more contemptibly 

| of the Scriptures than is conſiſtent even with | 


W 


the Credit of our Statute-Book; for no La- 


1 yer would be angry if I ſhould ſay, that Cuſtom Ml 
0 Nj is of great Uſe to explain ſome. Acts of Parlia- i 
1 | 

N 1 0 | iy 

11 $41 f cult to be underſtood. 


But he would think me mad, if 4 ſhould ſay f 
Cuſtom is abſolutely neceſſary to explain every 
Act of Parliament contained in the Statute- 
1 Book; whereas I am ſatisfied there are many 1 
+ 6-4 » . Lacy 2 
* very eaſily to be — ne d by their own Senſe 

| * 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| F 
ment, which by Length of Time are made dif- | 
4 
| 
| 
| 


*. 
= ” 


1 they carry in their Front, | 5 
4 Wl Can the learned Doctor perſwade either him- 
4% ſelf or me, that God made the Scripture up I 


10 into Knots, on Purpoſe for the Fathers to un- 
| rye, who were: often very happy in that Work 
i} when they ſet about it? The Millennarian | 

li 8 Opinion was the Daughter of ſuch Tradition, 
VF and ſo was the communicating Infants: And 
| Hh that Angels who were called the Sons of God, 
4 Gen. vi. came down, and had carnal Copulati- 
nn on with Women, which is the Whimſey of 8 
5 Fuftin Martyr. Or, what ſhall we ſay of 
* Tertullian, who could elude that plain Text, 
Mat x. 12. But when they perſecute you in this | 
City, flee into another; and makes it concern 


wt + 
— 


yu - 5 
— — 
5 : * 
* : 
FS 4 
— — 2 
—— ——ꝓ— — — - 
— — — —ʒ— — 
—_— T2 —— — 


—— — = w—_—_ ͤ2——ͤ 2 


a" - 
— — 
—— 4 GAS as — — —— — — 


2 (4 #.*.£ lad gr 
P 2” < - Z — — 
nay — - 
»* > wo tet — 
* — ——— 
- 5 


* Tertall. de Fug. in Perſeoutions, 


4 


— 


. 
KH 
"TE 
* 
1 


; 
* 
a 


_ 
* 


7 
hs i ) 
if 
Ip F 4 
n- | 
ck. 8 
| 
n, | 
3 | 
d, | 
i- þ 
wo | 
N 

f 


4 dverſary 


WM. Moreover, you are diſpleaſed the No Suffci- 
„ Reaſon ſays, Tradition may be of Uſe 


act that Aſſertion, till you bring one Article 


4 — 
7 
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(23) 


KW. ot the Apoſtles: Anf at che Finne time knocks 
u be faid before on the Head? 


I do not ſpeak this by way of Reflection, 


Put only to ſhew,”that Tradition may ſometimes 


e of great Uſe; and ſometimes not: And your 
eſtows as high a Compliment there- 
lai) til $19.03 2 11726 


n as it would bee. 


his is diminithing its Credit, becaufe it takas 


Pray the Neceſſity; ſo that ſtill the Scriptures 
em rather to be made for Tradition, than 
radition for the Scrip ture 


7 - 


But you complain more heavily: of the No 
ift Grounds,' that it does not deny Tradition 
s proper Uſe. What, would you have it aſſume 


Wore than its Uſe >» Muſt it be-aUvanc'd into 


n Uſurper, to turn the Scriptures out of their 


Incient Poſſeſſion they have held by Preſcripti- 


n, to be at leaſt the Word of God. And if 
od cannot write as clearly as he can ſpeak, 
r-at leaſt write as clearly as Man can ſpeak 
ter him, it is very hard. Indeed, learned 
ir, IJ have a greater Notion of the Divine 


eing, than to imagine, that he either cannot 


Frite or dictate clearly, or will 


— 


not, when the 
Nature of the Thing requires it. | 


As to your 4th Page, you contend with the 
Farned Author, that he ſays, all things neceſ- 
ry to Salvation are contained in Scripture; 


his J have already aſſerted, and ſhall not re- 
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not in the Sctipture, 


of F ith, 


But if, learned Sir, 
Inſtance, 


Faith, 1 which will i 
ſtand the Teſt of the four Marks. iis 
u can produce any one 
where our bleſſed Saviour mention; 


Tradition, otherwiſe than by way of Reflection, 
I will give up the Cauſe; he recommended the 


Scriptures to his Diſciples, but, you ſay, when 
e to his Diſci-F 


our Lord recommended this 


ples, there Were no Scriptures except the Old 7 | 
Teſtament, which is more than you can prove; 
for, undoubtedly, his Sermon upon the ount f 


ed as many new Doctrines as were neceſſary till 
the farther Progreſs of his Miniſtrx. 


That the Scriptures of the Old Teſtament 
are a Rule, as well as the New i. e. That they 


contain the Law of God, and ſuch Laws as con. 


cern us, cannot well be denied, by your learned 
declare open Hoſtili- 


Body, even though th 
ties againſt the fourth Commandment. 


© That the Bereans were commanded to 7 
ſearch the Scriptures of the Old Teſtament, I} 
do not think worth denying; but why God 


ſhould chuſe to fpeak more plainly in the Old 


than in the New, I leave to your judicious felt 


to determine; for my Part, I ever thought, even 


the moſt intricate of St. Paul's Epiſt les more in · 


telligible than Daniel. 


I hope, learned Sir, you will excuſe my Im. 


pr 
TL N 
2 
+ 
4 
* 


pertinence, if I deſire Leave to inquire into 


an one, when I was at Cambridge; it runs thus. 
What 


3 


your Syllogiſm, drawn up in the 6th Page, be- 
cauſe I was put out of Commons for making ſuch 


was penned as it was delivered, which contain. 


_— 
* 
{4 


ot * | 


© 
9 


'2 


What our Lord preſeribed to his Diſciples 
W: s the Rule of Salvation, is the onlyRule of 
SHvation 06 Sou e 
hut our Lord preſcribed the Scriptures ' of 
ye Old Teſtament; not the Scriptures of the 
New Teſtament, for the Rule of Salvation. 
Tyerefore the Scriptures of the Old, and not 
he Scriptures of the New, are the only Rule 
oo pf Salvation. 2 272 bände 
ze like Syllogiſm, as to Senſe, is this: What 
ach an Horte coſt A. B. in May laſt muſt be 
n- hne only Price of the Horſe now; but ſuch was 
She Price of the Horſe in May laft ; H 
Ergo, Such is the Price of the Horſe now. 
lts my Opinion, the Conſequence of the 


* 


Major may very ſafely be denied here, becauſe 
Horſes are not of an eſtabliſhed Price by Act 
ac of Parliament. | 2 Sin £8 
Moreover, learned Sir, I deſire you to con- 
ſider, that what our Saviour preſcribed to his 
= Diſciples at that time, might be the only Rule 
of Salvation to them, till more was diſcovered; 
for my Part, I thought it very hard for a Man 
co have an uncertain Rule of Faith; but I think 
it much worſe to have a Rule of Faith before 
it is formed; as I think it pretty difficult to con- 
ceeive how a Man can be called a Father before 
his Children are born. | 
80 {his was no Conſequence of the learned Au- 
0 8 thor's, but of your own; becauſe all that he 
laid down, was, that the Scriptures then in Be- 
ing, were the Rule to his Diſciples at that time; 
but your learned ſelf has changed the hp” 
D N 
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(26) 
of the Queſtion, and made a Paralogiſm inſtead 


of a SyNogtſm. 


* 


* 


you will find one Term too many; for the 


If you pleaſe to look nearer into your Major, I 


Conſequence ſuppoſes two Terms therein, the 


Rule of Salvation to his Diſciples, and the Rule 


of Salvation to us. 


I ſhall forbear criticiſing any fatther, becauſe | 


I conſider I have got a Man otherwiſe great in 


my Hands, and, moreover, an old Friend, whom 
it would be barbarous to ſqueeze to Death; let 


me only add, dear Sir, that I wonder you inſiſt | 


ſo ſtrenuouſly upon the Old Teſtament in this. 


Caſe, being the only written Rule then extant ; 8 
becauſe Additions do not alter the Nature of 
the Rule, any more than the new Statutes ad- 


ded to Keble's Collections, make his ceaſe to 


b a Rule of Statute-Law to us; as the ex- 
tending an old Way in Length with Pick-axes | 


and Shovels, does not deſtroy, but enlarge it. 
Yoware pleaſed, Sir, to alledge, in your own 

Favour, two Citations from two very great Men 

in our Church; if Modeſty will permit, I will 


venture to paſs my Word that they are nothing | 


to your Purpoſe. 

What your Party generally underſtand by 
Tradition in this Controverſy, is no more than 
the ſcattered Opinion of one or two Fathers, 
at a vaſt Diſtance from each other; this, with 
great Gravity, you ſtile the univerſal Opinion 
of the Catholick Church, though, perhaps, you 
do not even underſtand the Pailages your ſelves. 


As 


E „ > Senn 

=— As for Dr. Hammond, he comes not even 
within your Reach, for you plead for the ab- 
ſolute Neceſſity of your Tradition, and give it 


4. , 
If 


"i Ja ſuperior Authority to the Scriptures; he ſays, 
le be Scriptures are the more faithful and ſteady 

Vay of Conveyance; and, for want thereof, ma- 
iſe ry things may poſſibly bave periſhed, or been 
in changed by the Paſſage through ſo many Hands. 
m . You allow any precarious Tradition, he ſu 


poſes the Chriſtian to be equally ſecured of the 
iſt Conveyance, that as one is Apoſtolical Writing, 
is ſo the other is Apoſtolical Tradition. This is 
t; the Tradition for which I contend, and if it 
of comes to the ſame Clearneſs of Proof as the 
criptures, it muſt have the four Marks, to 
vhich, I am ſure, not one of your Eſſentials (as 
pou are pleaſed to call them) can pretend. 
Neither does Dr. Hammond ſay, that all 
things neceſſary to Salvation are not in the Scri- 
ptures, ſo far is he from rendering Tradition 
abſolutely neceſſary to ſupply the Defects of 
Holy Writ; nor does he poſitively aſſert, that 
ES there is any ſuch thing in the World as oral 
Tradition of Articles of F aith; he only lays it 
== down for granted to give even his A the 
8 Papiſt, all the Scope he could fairly demand. 
As to Mr. Thorndike, he ſays, God never in- 
$ tended to declare in the Scriptures whatſoever 
ss neceſſary to Salvation, clearly to all Under- 
u ſtandings; fo that he only makes Tradition the 
| Explainer, not Repoſitory of Articles of Faith: 
His Queſtion is, whether the Scripture ends all 
s OControverſies concerning things neceſſary to 
k 1 D 2 Salva- 


— „ 


= rr. 


(28) 
Salvation? which he anſwers in the Negative. 
but he no where aſſerts, that the Scriptures are 
defective as to Articles of Faith, tho they may 
not be ſo clear and intelligible to every Man 
alike; and therefore Mr. Thorndike allows the 
Church to have Authority in this Caſe, and 


and what ſhe univerſally believes, to be the 


Tradition of the Apoſtles. 
Can any thing here ſaid make for Articles 
of which in the Scriptures there is not the 


leaſt Mention made, nor even Hint to help 


the Fancy to conjecture by. | 

After having premiſed this, I profeſs my Ve- 
neration for ſo great and ſo good a Man as 
your ſelf, flies before Aſtoniſhment at the 
viewing your. Contents, becauſe, with your 
Pardon, dear Sir, they are utterly falſe. Your 


Head is this. No new Thing for Members of |} 


he Church of England to ſay, That the Will of 
God is convey'd ty Tradition, and not by Scrip- 
ture. Dr. Hammond aſſerted this, and Mr. 
Thorndike. Whether this 1s not a falſe Quo- 
tation, let the Reader judge. 
I beg the Favour to be heard upon this Point 
a little farther, if your Cauſe, dear Sir, is the 
Cauſe of God and of Religion; if the eternal 
Happineſs or Miſery of Man depends there- 
on, and Tradition is your Rule of Faith; do 
you imagine that God has not even made his 
Laws ſo plain, as not to require the Support 
of unfair Dealings 
Can there be any Crime in human Society, 
of 4 worſe Nature, than falſe — A 
an 
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qi © A Rape u ” 


my Opinion, t 


| | the Apoſtles utter'd, to be the Word of God, 


9 before they were {et down in the ſacred Writ; 


but the Evidence is our main Conteſt, and we 


” 0 9 > © & * 


Liter very widely in that Point. 
= The farther I proceed, my Aſtoniſhment ſtill 


b encreaſes upon me. You ſeem not only to have 


ſurely the learned, t 


robb'd the Dead, but your ſelf likewiſe; for 
be judicious Dr. Brett, 


WT Sacra Infula dignus, would not, in his right 


. A 


EX Senſes utter ſuch an Expreſſion as this, in 


pour 17th Page, where you ſay, Mr. Thorn- 
dite does not undertake directly to ſhew, 
= {hat what is not taught gt all either clearl 

or but obſcurely, in the Scriptures, may he 
8 72ceſſary to Salvation, I deſire you, dear 
Fir, directly to ſhew, how a Thing can be 
| taught 


ä DN — 
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£ 4. wenn” 
taught not at all clearly or obſcurely in the 
Scriptures. That ſome Things may not be 
written at all clearly, I know by ſome Experi- 
ence of your Writings, tho indeed this Paſſage 
is not ſo clear as it ought to be, 75 
You proceed along with * Mr. Thorndiłe, whom 
you have taken into your Company, to prove 
what no body ever denied, viz. That the whole 
Rule of Faith is not in one particular Book or 
Chapter, but in the whole diffus d. In this 
Particular you are indeed pretty clear, and, 
what is more than ordinary, much in the right; 
though you might have ard the Labour of 
lighting a Candle to the Sun. 
Moreover, dear Sir, you @onfeſs your ſelf, 
that Mr. Thorndike denies that the Apoſtles 
taught any thing as neceſſary to be believed or 
practiſed, which they did not put in Writing, 
in ſome Part or other of the New Teſtament. 
Nevertheleſs, when I compare this with the 
Title in your Contents above-mentioned, ſure- 
ly, ſays I, Learning takes its Flight, like Swal- 
Jows before Winter; the Doctor wrote this 
when the Spirit was not upon him; he ſeems 
here weak like other Men. 

Neither, dear Sir, could I help ſmiling at 
your 18th Page. The Connection of your Ar- 
gument, and your Weight of Reaſon, were 
both admirable Proofs of your former Aſſer- 
tion, that Good Senſe comes upon us by Fits 
and Starts, The Sum of your Argument is 


" OY My, Thorndike, p. 18: 
this. 


(3+ ) 
this. No Text of Scripture entails this pecu- 
liar Privilege upon the Scripture, to be the 
compleat Rule of Faith; therefore all Things 
neceſſary to Salvation are not contain d there- 
in: Conſequently Tradition is not our Rule of 
Faith. CC 
This Argument muſt neceſſarily he ſharp, 
becauſe it cuts its Maſter that made it, in the 
following Manner. KR | 
No particular Text of Scripture: entails this 
Privilege upon Tradition, that it is to be the 
Rule of Chriſtian Faith; therefore the Scrip- 
tures, and not Tradition; muſt. be our Rule of 
I am ſure this Proof is as good on one Side 
as the other; if one has a wretched Conſe- 
quence, its Brother is equally defective. 
For, cannot the Scripture contain all Things 
neceſſary to Salvation, without expreſsly ſay- 
ing all Things are contained therein? For, 1 
no Article of Faith is promulged otherwiſe, in 
ſuch. a Manner as is eſſential to a Divine Law, 


WE the Implication is natural and eaſy. 


I muſt confeſs, you have mangled Mr. Thorn- 
dite with too much Barbarity, In the firſt 
Place, you make him ſay, that the Will of God 

is conveyd to us by Tradition, and not by 
Scripture, Þ In the ſecond Place, he denies 
that the Apoſtles taught any thing as neceſſary 
to Salvation, not contain'd in Scripture. 


* And in the Third, nothing hinders, but that 


Ste the Contents, , See p. 17. 18. See p. 20. 
ſome 


Ss 7 

fome things may Have been taught: by/the- A. 

ſtles as neceſſary to Salvation; of wHich there 
15176 mention if the Stiipture- 140055 
Teanndt very well excuſe -the- Freedom you 
take with this excellent goed Man; he never 
expected to have his Aſhes diſturbed ſo many 
Veurs ſince his firſt Repoſe, by the Effehti- 
lifts; ndr his Ghoſt brought upon the pablick 


Stage of the World, to out-face the Church of 


England, of witith he was ever a moſt ſteady 
r 
Again, in your 21ſt Page you tear him from 
his beloved Retreats; from the Horrors of the 
preſent Age, to ſay what was never if his 
Thoughts, by your own Confeſſion before, viz. 
That the Seripture no 1whire pretends to habe 
taught all things noceſſary to Salvation. 
©" Fonly conjure you, by the ſolemneſt Lies of 
Chriſtianity to confider, whether either Truth 
or Fal hood can be beholding to ſuch a Patron 
Truth wants no ſuch Advocates, and Falſhood 
hates a bare-faced Defender that tears the Paint 
from her Face, and diſcovers her in all her na- 
ked Deformity. 
Iou ſurely, Sir, may be ſenfible, that if the 
Seripture teaches us all things neceſſary to Sal- 
vation, ſhe-pretends to what ſhe teaches; and 
that all things neceſſary to Salvation are con- 
tained therein, you confeſſed in your 17th Page, 
was Mr. Thorndike's Aſſertion. | 
In ſhort, all Mr. Thorndike meant, was no 
more than that Revelation might poſſibly be con- 


veyed to us by other Means than W 
Go 


1 . ( = * 

A God pleaſed fs to do, which 38 ws thore than 
NM T hive already granted in this Trearife, though 

I cat fee no Advantage your Party can reap 
% bi RE 
© Your 22d Page preſerited to my View, a moſt 
egregious Miſtake of yours, another Flight from 


G 1 
* 


Common Senſe. 1 1 

Notwithſtanding you had before elevated 
Tradition above Scriptute, you ſay, hete, that 
how much ſoever it is a Law to the Church, it 
muſt yield to Scripture; and that Tradition can 
be no Law to the Church, if it contradids the 


Scripture. * . 
That is to ſay, how much ſoever it is a Law, 
it may be no Law: In the ſecond Place, here 
is a groſs Contradiction; that it may be how 
much ſoever a Law to us, is to ſay, it may be 
the higheſt Law to us, and at the ſame time an 
inferior Law to Scriprure,which is undoubtedly 
a Law to us alſo, You are pleaſed here, Sir, 
to utter the moſt groſs and flat Inconſiſtency 
that ever fell from a learned fen. 
Moreover, how one Divine Law can be ſu- 

W perior to another in the ſame Reſpe&, Ido not 

8 underſtand : For, if Tradition is a Rule of 
= Faith, it muſt be a Divine Law; that is, it 
muſt be conſtituted a Rule of Faith by God; 
it is abſurd, that any Human Powet can con- 
ſtitute a Rule for Divine Laws; this would 

make ſtrange Havock in a Chriſtian Society. 
To conclude, dear Sir, you have weakened 
the Foundations of your own Syſtemi, built up 
by unskilful Hands, and cemented with untem- 
per d 
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Jo. prove, this Charge, if Nee Ne 
NOS Rul 790 HA 4 and, at the 1; 1155 1 ub, 


fer it to yield 4 5 Way, the MR” mu 


un it. It. x impollible there. can be 
any. Cextainty in an uncertain, Rule; and an 
uncertain Rule 1 72 50 an uncertain Faith, 
and i th brings uncertain. Salva- 


tion upon us; All very hopeful Circuwltances, 
for thoſe who have any tender Breathings ; after 


the Joys of Heaven. 

ter all this great, t this glorious Tadilion, 
that bc etimes 5. magnified: ſo much, 1 is here 
dwindl ech into Cüſt en: „ but as you 8 pleaſed, 
dear Sr, 75 give 1 5 this Fin l 15 roceed. 
upon, 11 examine your Parallel 1 Eetween, 
We Cann nd. Tradition. 
The a of Cuſtoin in our * Engliſh 


een 


Laws, is upon either of ; theſe axims, 
Quod non 2 per or Foy Marin | 
As to the firlt; if a Maninjoys, without Ca 

ie Ule;of a Common, it is preſumed to be his; 
bor. as no Right APPEALS. ageinſt him, it is 1 
poſed-none Can appear. 

As to:the. {£3 þ if a Man' s Pretenſio ons, or 
the udgmeęnt of a 05 | ö 
in his Favour, that Judgment is recorded, which. 
Evidencea appears to future Ages, Noth in his Be- 


Half, „or of any other Perſon who has the like 
Pretenſions: This. 2 Whole of the Common 


Law of England. 8 Your 


a e de NE A Pile may: it and, 


urt have been determined, 
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unna 


are pleaſed 


pture, an H 
Lon have granted, that Traditions ſuppoſe 
every thing the Apoſtles delivered by Ward, or 


which ye baue been taught, whether by word, or 
E on. oo. 
No | 


others afterwards ; without which, all theſe pre- 
| tended 


* us . 
N 


too 


ed ee e 
Sap 1 5 ail 8 
mop 't6 the Gs 


Teena! Hi | 

iff ſ6, wH f hd 18 5 's E whe 

be a Fal ood, 8 ed 4 T n © 
efpatof us) en Hell. in God o Emp 
för not Knowin $ more than w . 

51Fou' are pleaſed fe 5 P. 3 our Ar- 

ticles cannot be &6 ey 7 to Scti Stare, | a 

fothing in Oppoſition h tain'd © 

92 Cana” they e e faid, in- 

terkere with r Pre! E pon 


F T can'r n 
beth may and do interfere with 
are driven wy your grand Refuge, an 1 
be forcd to take Winter Quarters, "IKE he 
Marquis de Lede in Sici % * without one fortified B 
To6wn for 5 vi r Retreat. | 


As the lifts, "alan all together,” are FF 


fu poſed to yer Id the moſt material Palla ges E 
"our" Saviour's 'Life, his Death and Reſu | 

al ion: As tlie As 15 the A oftles contain, in 4 
great meaſure tlie Travels of that Great Air 

le St. Paul: As his Epiſtles are numerous, à 

different Times ſent to the chief Churc — 
where he planted his Goſpel; and everthelels | 
all theſe are filent concerning the moſt mate- WI 
rial Points of Religion; is, in my Opinion, | 
interfering with . For if they tend to 
deſtroy the Authority of the Scripture, to make 


the'Goſpels inaccurate Hiſtories, and St. Paul Wi 


7” careleſs Apoſtle, this is, in my Opinion, 
meddling 


nh 


meddling w. Winne too frcely. vin 
you Pardon % 508 0 th —— — 
1 ſa 170 . probg 

lily Faye xa hed he 


Hid:she 


alone; * that we haye no . any 
2 elſe, is more wonder ſtill. 1 i 


That the Sallduceer could nt he fatisfied of 


our Saviouris conſtant Method, of Fraying for 

the Dead, — ap came t aſk inſnaring 

W Queſtions. ne the Re a = ons at 

BS leaita To A b off 1 

= That our. 725 aviour, AS Prayer ta 

= his, Father, for .hig Diſciples, and thoſe H 
= were afterwards, to believe on him tho 

mention not one V Wor d of, ch 1 is; reg 

1 WY, an Omillag, -42 ken, watt reſt, pretty 


WE fin oular in 1ts ature. | T1879 


nn There are ſuch, high Marks, of © Probatjlity 

= from a Collation of ſo many Paſſages in Seripa 
| ture, that nothing can more derogate from it 
if 
ö 


either as an Hiſtory, or as a Revelation of "af 


future State, than the imaginary Omiſſion of 


ſuch Prayers. nk 


H I ſhould ſay, my Lord Herbert, in his; 
| Hiſtory of Henry VIIL made no Mention of the: 
Divorce of his Queen Katharine, à Paſſage.ſo- 
WH material, it would be a Derogation from that 
Hiſtory: , Nayg-1t,would- interfere therewith, 
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defective Account. 


that neceſſary Evidence of their being revealed 


OY x” 
deeauſe it cannot be ithagined ſuch an impor i 
tam Relation could eſcape Notice.” '' | * | 
- May I not argue agzinſt che Pope's Supre- if 
meh in the ſame Manner? May I not fay it 
interferes with Scripture, beeauſe it interferes IM 
with the Verity, Niceneſs and Exactneſs of als 57 
ſicred Writ, to mention ſo many Particulars of 
bur Saviour's Life, and omit ſo grand a Devoli- 


tion of Power at his Dean? 
I may therefore ſafely affert, you interfere 


with Scripture; you make it a poor, lame and 


Ik you demand, how I prove all things ne- 
ceſliry to Salvation are contained in Scripture ; 


" 


Lanſwer, that it follows very conſequentially, 
if no Articles of Faith are revealed to us ano- | 
ther Way, which cannot be, unleſs they have 


to juſtify our Acquieſcence therein: As to the 
Matter of Fact, I ſhall ſpeak hereafter, in the 
meu time, I poſitively affert, ere are no'ſack, WM 
The Concluſion of your 34th Page, I am a- 
fraid, interferes both with good Senſe, and | 
ſomewhat you have laid down before: The 
Words are, And therefore as to the literal Senſe \ 
F Scripture, where it ſeems plain, eaſy and na- 
tural, I am always for making it ſo, except ſome i 
very plain Reaſon, ſuch as the conſtant Tradi- i 
tion of the Church interpoſes, why I ſhould not 
underſtand it ſo. Whereas before, Tradition 
was to bend to Scriptute, now Scripture is to 
bend to Tradition; for, how can it be _ 1 
wiſe, 


5 D 
wiſe, if it over- rules the plain, eaſy and natu- 
ral Senſe thereof; greater Dominion can never 


* 


* * 


be claimed over Writinggs. 

| For ſurely, nothing can over-rule the plain, 
eaſy and natural Senſe of a Writing, otherwiſe 

W than by cancelling or contradicting the ſame. 

= The Holy Scriptures have ſuffered very ſe- 

verely under this Diſcipline; for, if wherethey 


have their plain, eaſy and natural Senſe; they 


are to be otherwiſe underſtood, they are up- 
on the ſame Foot with the Delphick Oracles: A 


very righteous and juſt Syſtem of Laws they 


are, by this time, made. | 
They muſt, in this Cafe, either actually ut- 
ter a Falſhood, or frame another Ambiguity, 


| 8 artfully contrived on purpoſe to bear two plain, 
eaſy and natural Senſes; a Way of deceiving 


Mankind none take, except the Devil and his 


Agents. 


For, if the Senſe is plain, natural and eafy, 


the Interpretation, at leaſt, ought to be equally 


clear, or elſe it is worſe than a Dutch Com- 


went. is, redibis, nunquam per Bella peribis, is 
juſt ſuch Scripture as this would make. 


But 1f the Senſe muſt bear an Interpretation 


vn more clear than the plain, eaſy and natural 
9 Senſe, this is, indeed, lighting a Candle to the 


Sun; plain, eaſy and natural Senſe requires no 

Comment, nor the Help of Tradition. 

hat if the Interpretation muſt be leſs clear 

than the plain, eaſy and natural, we are infi- 

nitely obliged to you, dear Sir, for an Hypo- 

theſis ſo favourable, to give Tradition the Pri- 
vilege 


(64290 
vilege to darken and ohſcure plain, eaſy and 
natural Senſe. >Q- 451 i 1 

Mr. Deacon's Hypotheſis comes on the Stage 
next; a very pretty one, and worthy of his 
Years, but hardly warthy of your noble ſelf to 
defend; in ſhort, it is this: 


* ” 


Our blefled Saviour having waſhed) his Di- | 
ſciples Feet, ſaid to them, ye ought alſo to waſh 


i one anothers. fret, for I have given you an exam- 
it | C 

i 2 ſhould do a I haue done to you. 1 
1 ſuppoſe, you would infer from hence, 


xft. That this Text has a plain, eaſy and 
natural Senſe ; why then, 1 duk it is very 
hard, it is not underſtood, becauſe plain, . 
and natural Senſe every Man can command, who 
has the Power over any Senſe at all. But, I beg 
of you, dear Sir, to conſider how an Allegory 
can be ſaid to carry à plain, eaſy and natural 
Senſe, not by conſtruing it literally, but alle- 
gorically, as it ought: Where our bleſſed Sa- 
viour ſays, I am the Vine, taken literally, would 
be far from plain, eaſy and natural Senſe; but 
allegorically the Senſe is as eaſy as any Man 
can deſire: But if it is diſputable, whether an 
Expreſſion in an allegorical or literal Way, 
is not plain, eaſy and natural Senſe, this is, 
dear Sir, contrary to your Hypotheſis: There 
is a wide Difference between plain and gram- 

matical Conſtruction, and the Senſe to be put 
upon that Conſtruction. 

If the Senſe of that Text is plain, eaſy and 
natural, why is there any Diſpute concerning 
the ſame ? But if not, what is it to your Pur- 

poſe 2 
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poſe? Your Endeavour was to prove; that the 
Scripture could not ſubſiſt with an uncertain 
Tradition, without Falſhood to fupport it. 

2dly. Though it is plain, eaſy and natural, 
it cannot be underſtood: without Tradition. 1 
pray, dear Sir, what has Tradition done to 
explain it? Has Tradition proved; that it 
ſhould not be taken in a-literal Senſe > Our Sa- 
viour refuſed to give the Reaſon of his ſo do- 
ing, till another Opportunity. Has Tradition 
informed us when that Opportunity happened, 
4nd what our Lord faid pen that Oecaſion ? 
__— he whoever etideavoured to Hep up 
with his Apoſtles, che Notion of 7 
made this a poſitive Precept for them alone” to 
obſerve: Has Tradition determined the. cot 

trary? What Light therefore has Tradition 
brought upon this Text? Wis! 

O ſay you, what Evidence have we except 
from Tradition, that this Precept was fiot up- 
on the ſame Foot with the Celebration of the 
Euchariſt ? LH 1800 6.4 

Iwill tell you, dear Sir, the abundant Dif- 
ference. „ — 

The Circumſtances of each Action are to be 
conſidered. | | ent 

The Solemnity and Preparation for the bleſ- 
ſed Euchariſt ſhews alone, that it was not de- 
ſigned to be an Allegory. _ 

Moreover, our blefſed Saviour took' the 
Bread, and bleſſed it, which could not be Alle- 
gorical, becauſe, generally, Bleſſings and Prayers 


are in earneſt, 1 04 
F 2 Beſides, 


* 


— 


4). 
_ | Beſides, he actually took the Elements, he 
brake the Bread, and delivered the Cup to 
drink to all, without Exception, and commanded 
them to do it in Remembrance of him. Now 
the Remembrance of a departed Friend is the 
deareſt and moſt ſolemn Charge in the World. 
There is no allegorizing in theſe grand Concerns, 
nor is there any Doubt but that the Apoſtles 
took all the Action in a literal Senſe for their 
Imitation; they asked no Queſtions what he 
meant, as they did before. 

An Allegory, dear Friend, has generally 
ſome Symbols attending the ſame, very obvious 
to the meaneſt Underſtandings, otherwiſe they 
would be no longer Allegories, but Ridd les; 
Waſhing of Feet is a plain, eaſy and natural 
Symbol of Humility. . 

But in the other here was not only the Acti- 
on performed, but the Reaſon for the ſame, to 
keep up the Remembrance of a departed Friend; 
and, we all know, ſuch Remembrances ought 
to continue while Friends remain alive to dom- 
memorate the Departure; nor 1s it poſſible but 
that Chriſt wifl have Friends below in his 
Church, to the End'of -the World, though he 
has ſo many Enemies in their Cloathing. 

I hope, by this time, you will pleaſe to re- 
turn Mr. Deacon his Argument again; the worſe 
for a little wearing, as things generally are that 
areſli ht. 9 | 

But, I pray, dear Doctor, why ſo ſoon of- 
fended with your ſelf? At the Concluſion of 
your fine new Argument you have changed the 
I 'Terms 


| (45). 
Terms of your Queſtion : Before, it was plain, 
eaſy, and natural Senſe; now, is p. 37. ſeem- 
ingly plain and eaſy? Upon my Word, I re- 
nounce this Bite, I will not allow this Chang- 
ing of Terms, the Queſtion ſhall ſtand as be- 
fore: That plain, eaſy, and natural Senſe, to 
make it more plain and obvious, muſt be ex- 
plain'd by ſomething more obſcure than it is 
in it ſelf. 4 3 | LE ee SHIRT? 

You are pleaſed to ſay, and conſequently, 
to defend what you ſay, right or wrong, That 
Scripture and univerſal Tradition are always 
on one Side; I pray, Sir, have you got one 
Tradition in your Pocket, and another on the 
Table? I Jefire to know, what Tradition is 
that which before was appointed to yield to 
Scripture? I am ſure you call'd that Tradition 
your Rule of Faith, you argu'd for 'it upon 
that Bottom; and what you have done with-it 
now, you ought beſt to tell. 
| You would perſwade the World, that your 
learned and worthy Antagoniſt is a weak Ar- 
guer; for my Part, I do not believe it. At 
leaſt, I am very confident he argues fairly, as 
he has no private Views, Gc. but alone the 
naked Truth to defend, I will ſay no more, 
becauſe I would not bear too hard. | 

The weak Argument is this, viz. No won- 
der, if that were all that were referr'd to be- 
fore the New Teſtament was written, But 
this js no Evidence, that the whole Canon of 
Scripture was not {till more to be depended 
upon when it was once ſettled and compleated. 


You 
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- You are pleaſed to infer from henee, thät 
the Scriptures referr d to by our bleſſed Savi- 
our were not a ſufficient Rule. tt“ 
This Conſequenee does not follow as Conſe- 
quences ought, from the Premiſſes, becauſe 
thoſe Scriptures may be a ſufficient Rule at one 
time, which require farther Enlargements to 
be ſo afterwards. © The Celebration of the Eu- 
chariſt was a Divine Law, after it was com- 
manded; but ſurely the Apoſtles might have a 
fufficient Rule to walk by before that com- 
menc'd a ð· TG {14-0 

Is not Kzeble'a very good Rule of Statute: 
Law to thoſe who liv'd as far as it goes? But 
may not Acts of Parliament enlarge that Rule 
for ſucceeding Ages? iel ac 
Methinks, by your 39th Page, the Meaſures 
for the Campaigh' are alter'd, you have broke 
up your Siege, and ſeem to-wiſh the Enemy 
would act upon the Offenſive; you ſay, the 
learned Author ought to prove, chat Tradition 
is not the Rule preſcrib'd, . 

It was very kind to turn this Negative upon 
the learned Author's Hands; tho* I ſay, dear 
Sir, it is incumbent upon you to prove the Af- 
firmative; becauſe Rules of Faith muſt be eſta- 
bliſhed before they are taken for granted. You 
might as well aſſert Mother Shipton's Prophecy 
to be a Rule of Faith, and command the lear- 
ned Author, with great Gravity, to prove Mo- 
_ 3 Prophecy is not the Rule pre- 
crib'd, 


You 


( 47 ) 

- You are indeed the moſt ſteady and faſt 
Friend to Tradition that ever wrote in its De- 
f-nce, You advance its Intereſt as much as 
lies in your Power, and ſeem to have nothing 
in your View, but to make it great. This is 
like a faithful Miniſter of State, a perfe& 
Mazarine or Richlieu. 

Whereas, the learned Author infiſts, that 
Tradition might be kept in its due Bounds, and 
be allowed its proper Uſe, you grow furious. 
The French King would not be more enraged; 
to have a Parcel of little Princes preſcribe 
Bounds to his Conqueſts; you ſeem to be per- 
fectly jealous, leſt a Plot ſhould be form'd 
againſt the Abſolute Power of Tradition, 

Thus I earneſtly beg you would not run on 
ſo faſt; it was your ſelf who ſer Bounds: to 
Tradition; in this very Treatiſe you agreed, 
that upon a Conteſt it muſt yield to Scripture: 
But if that modeſt Conceſſion was no more than 


a Shan, till your Argument could recruit its 


Strength, and bid Defiance to all its Enemies, 
this might be a very good Stratagem in Politicks, 


= tho' a wretched one in Logick. For my Part, 


l fincerely profeſs unlimited Tradition is to me 
the {ame as unlimited Lying; for if you ſet 
no Bounds or Marks to know Tradition by, or 
to reſtrain 1t, its Territories are vaſt and wide, 
and take in the vaſt Realms of Ignorance and 
Falſhood. 

Beſides, dear Sir, Tradition is not weakened 


in any of its juſt Pretentions, to ſay, That all 
Things neceſſary to Salvation are contain'd in 


Scripture, 


5 T 2 
22 — — —-˙ĩ. 2 — = = —— 6 hem ie 
= * -. - = 9 LEY —__ ACC - = hu 4 = — - ” - V_e 
2 >. . > 1-2 &  * * 
* - — * ——— 
-—- > * — 
IS DIS SS : S => _ - 
- — —— — os es 


T =——— 
— 


2 
- - 
af 2-6 
5 — 


-- 


# 


r 


(48 ) 


Scripture, and may be inferr'd from thence, 


if Tradition has all its due Credibility conce- 


ded, the Diſpute only turns upon Matter -of 
Fact, which muſt be determin'd, by examining 
what Motives of Credibility your pretended 
Teſtimonies have. as 

I urge the moral Improbability, that any 
Article of Faith can be wholly omitted in the 
ſacred Writ. The utter Silence of the four 
Evangeliſts concerning the Mixing Water with 


Wine, can be ſcarce excuſable, if the vey 


Action of Mixing was upon the ſame Foot wit 
Breaking the Bread and Bleſſing it, or taking 
the Cup, and commanding them to drink 
thereof. 1 

Moreover, for the Epiſtles occaſionally penn'd 
to confirm ſome, and inform others, ſo unani- 
mouſly to omit an Eſſential of Chriſtianity, is 
at leaſt hard to digeſt. 

In my Opinion, the Fundamentals of Chri- 
ſtianity lye in a very narrow Compaſs, and I 
can ſee them with one Caſt of an Eye in the 
Scriptures. The numerous Diviſions and Bran- 
ches diffus'd over the Articles and Creeds of 
the various Sects of Chriſtians at this Day, are 
either the ſuppoſititious Branches of Hereſy and 
Superſtition, or the natural and juſt Inferences 


from thoſe few fundamental Points. 


One Fundamental Point of Chriſtianity 1s 
Obedience to its Laws; becauſe, as no Society 
can ſubſiſt by Principles of Rebellion, ſo neither 
can any Power be conſerved over the Lives 


and Conſciences of Men, by Chriſt, if his 
Laws 


> &#. v * 

(49%) 

Laws are:noti6bey'd:: Tol maintain: therefore 
that his Laws arẽ not to be obey <56a: fat 

damn Herefy. 31:2 03. 519115} 20 1 ob 

The ſecond fundatberit Point i is, That what 

is clearly and evidently: reveal'd, eee 


muſt be believ! . 
The third F e Our bleſſed Vati 


our's Miſſion; Death and Sufferings, as revea- 
led, both according to his Nature, and tu the 
Ends of that Grand Miniſtr ation. 
Theſe are the Fundamentals of Chriſtianity, 
all the reſt we believe or practiſe. {ſpring from 
hence. 4 2734 ond 1 
From hence I can infer all the juſt Powers 
2 Epiſcopacy, the Nature of Behife, the Uni- 
of the Catholick Church; and in ſhort, All 
i oſe Controverſies that . ariſen in {the 


1 RY Wo 


Chriſtian World: From whence we may eaſily 


perceive, how the Fountains of Error have 
poiſoned and infected even the een 
ances of Truth. 225611 

As for any except theſe F undes thay 
may be, and are eſſentially neceſſary, when 
they a appear to de revealed: But to thoſe to 
whom they do not appear revealed, they are 
not ſo, becauſe there is no — upon any 
F undamental; for, if we obe 's Laws as 
far as it is poſſible for us to know them, this 
is the Waben of what he FRquires from our 
Hands. 
Io propoſe therefore Land in the Clouds, 


and to damn People for not ſeeing beyond their 
Reach, 
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Reach, isa very: Tyrannical Notion of that 
Omnipotent Parent of the UniverſddGS. 
I do not ſcruple to grant, that all his Laws 
1 command Obedience, when they are 

fulfivic - quent; om Laws ought to be. 
Suppoſe your eſſential Points, as you are 
pleaſed to call em, were expreſsly injoin'd in 
the Scriptures, of which indeed there is not 
the leaſt Sign or Mark; I demand, whether 
the diſobey 3 would be a greater Crime 
1 


than the ying any other Command revea- 
led: therein ? To \ The 


I know your Anſwer will be this, That they 
have 4 peculiar Fundamentality in. them, be- 
cauſe, without thoſe Points, there can be no 
Church. A Sacrament is deſtroyed in ſome, 
1 a Schiſm with the Dead contracted by the 
Y << WH #44 | | | | 
- *Asto'what concerns, the vacating the Inſti- 
tution of the Euchariſt, this interfere 
with the third Fundamental, the: End of our 
Saviour's Miſſion into the World; for then it 
conſequentially follows, that our bleſſed Savi- 
Gur anne into the Wortd, in order to eſtabliſh WM 
the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, conſiſting of 
the Elements of Bread, Water, and Wine, to 
he continually offerd up as à repreſentative 
Sacrifice of himſelf for the Sins of the World. 
If 40, is it ſtrange the four Evangeliſts, whoſe 

Buſineſs it was jointly to tranſmit an Account 
of his Miſſion, ſhould omit an eſſential Part 
tllereof, the Water? Is it not more probable, 
Af Water was mix d, that it was omitted, as 

not 


Sz _ 
int being a ſacred bit an indifferent. Action 
— to the Cuſtom of the Com Vs. 7 18 
As to rayers for the Dead, 1 protetk teannot 
ſee aga inf what' Fundamental the Omiſſion 01 
them can offend, hecauſe na Schiſai can hap- 
pen without Rebellion either” againſft Chxiſt 
above, or his Miniſters: below; I cannot find 
what Dominion thoſe middle State Powers ever 
have over us to require our Homage, nor that 
any Poſt has been ſettled between the other 
World and this to know their, or to communi- 
cate our Wants. $2365 (ors 

But if our bleſſed Saviour did come into the 
World to open ſuch a Correſpondence, and to 
command us to Pray for them, this would na- 
turally fall in with ſeveral Places in Scripture, 
and have been at leaſt treated upon by St. Paul, 
to enlarge the Idea of the Conqueſt over Death 
and the Grave. l 

Upon a View of what has been ſaid, I hope 
this Concluſion follows, that Tradition muſt 
not ſpread its Empire over the Scriptures, which 
could never deſerve the Name of Seriptutes, if 
— could be ſo lame or imperfect as nat to 

ome up to the Exadtneſs of prophane Hiſtory, 

or even of Romances. _ $2128) 0 

The Texts you are pleaſed to take from Scri- 
pture, P. 40, are nothing to your Purpoſe; a- 
#00, tranſlated by you, Tradition, ſignifies any 
thing by Word of Mouth, or by Writing; Fd 
that theſe Traditions, on which you en 
inſiſt, may ſtill be written plain and eaſy Scri- 
pture, for ought you know to the contrary ; 
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and, if fo,rhey.are cited to very little Purpaſs 
on your! Side. 273 to Ou v3 01 211110358 Ml 
*  Iiearinot but obſerve a Fatality of your Par- 
ty, to weite tool much in haſte ; fuch Incon- 

tencies fall ſo thick and ſo faſt, as they give 
not even time for Breath: It was but juſt now 
ou fell, with Fury, upon a learned Man, for 
limiting Tradition to its proper Uſe; and, pre- 
ſentlycafter, upon calmer Thoughts, you con- 
feſs Tradition may be abus'd. In ſhort, this is 
a pretty Hypotheſis, which. can dilate or con- 
tract at the Author's Pleaſur ee... 
lou are well aſſured St. Paule had Liturgies 
like your own, in his View, together with à 
whole Farrago of Eſſentials, in his ſecond Epiſtle 
to Timothy: This is what he meant by com- 
manding Timothy to hold faſt the ſound Form 
of Words. which he heard. This is a Way of | 15 
arguing ſo like the warm Productions of Mr. 
V hiſton's Brain, that: Lreally wonder you can 
imitate that unhappy Man: lis WW armth broo-; ; 
ding over this Chapter, has hatched the Apo- ⁶ 
ſtolick Conſtitutions, and yours a: Liturgy mo- 


delled after your own Fancy, though Montam 


* 


Prophets, if he pleaſeec. 0 
Nc, ſay you, what he heard fromm St. Paul 
muſt:be from Word of Mouth, not in Writing: 
A little Wire-drawing more brings this Conſe- 
quence, that what St. Paul delivered as perſonal MW 
Inſtruction, to Timuathy, could not be put in Wri- | 
ting any where, elſe; whereas tis evident St. 
Paul, by the time this Epiſtle was wrote, as ſup- 

5 2 poſed 


miglit Have made them the ſame with his ne 


he che 10 5,2, . / air?» Hypotheſßs 

- tor 'by: Ypotheſis; 

-all his Epiſtles cmmunitated to dhe 
Churches; butwHvhether he rfer to at: had 
never: before been ritten / ur tu a Cteed or C 
techiſe to be learned memoriten, Which might, 
however, contain new Articles of Faith, nat 
written before ; or whether: it was a ſecular 
Will or Teſtament, or Inſtructions, concerning 
the Diſcipline of the Church, we are all in the 
Dark. The Papiſt is equally fond of this Text 
as your ſelf, or the Arian: The Strength of 
Imagination works in every one to form ſome- 
thing to himſelfe e o i 1979 1357707 
However, dear Sir, religious Controverſy. is 
never to be determined by Strength of Ima- 
gination. There is no Appearance that the De- 
poſitum, or the found Form of; Words, were di- 
ſtin& Terms of Salvation, not even Hinted at 
through the whole Scriptures. This Aſſumpti- 
on is too much, it will not bear with the Senſe 
of the Scripture, however favourable it may 


ſeem to your Opinion. 
What Occaſion, ſay you, was there for Ti- 
mot hy's holding faſt the ſound Form of Words 
which he had heard, or committing them to 
faithful Men, if they were already, or after - 
wards, to be put in Writing; the ſame Inference 
may be made, if a Man was upon his Departure 
out of this World, after he had dictated his Will 
before his Executors, ſhould preſs them to re- 
member what he had ſo often told them, and 
exhort them, by the Bowels of Charity and 
Chriſtianity, to put his Commands in Practice, 
that 


* 


* 
. r —— hei—w__— 3 —— 


— — — 
222 —— - 
— — 2 — — 2 * — 


— 


— 


-— - - -S. — —— — . 
RO ng ions A Sr Eee er ——ꝑ 


— — 
— — 


- r 
— — 


© . = 
. 4 — 2 5 * "s N 2 1 ow e4 — — — — 4. - — p = = = \ * = 

2 8 — — 82 5 — 2 5 - 4a tr mz 2 — * — — = > — — — =— ET - _— "> = 

* — * 7 " I SD py OO - LD; 2 — = = = - 
3 7 — 2 Ren, . ES 2-3 5 BE — if 2 — a =: — x =» — — = 2" — XI 2 — . ERS — 2 * 
— — — — — — — — — 2 — So. — — — — - = _ — — — I — ——— — — — — — — — SR: 2 — — 

— — - 22 — = — = D = ＋ 8 2 -- == = - — bs . 
— — _ — —— —— — — - = = = — — — — — 
2 1 : 2 IT — ” — — — — — — — — — > 
- $2 =D : -. — , * SV - — 
_ — —— 


— 
— 
— 


E 
* * 
. "2 > Is 
= === — — 
P Io on OT I MI 
. 1 


5 

that it follows rhe Wilj muſt not he pen d 2 
Fimorby hat beer often blieffed with the 

taſtrudtion of St. Faul; the Rememhranee wheres 
of ſtrikes the Mind with move lively Sentiments 
Sf Veneration ani Eſteem, than Words penin 
don told as they are written However, you 
are very confident hire is a plain roof; ſome. 
ming bo de deliered and pradtifed was here 
Hinted at, though this ſomething to be believed 
and practiſed was not then to de put in Writing, 


nor afterwards. © 3 30 . 7 

- "You are pleaſed here to aſſume a Dictatorial 
Power over the Apoſtle's Words and Senſe; for, 
without any Hint what this Form of found 
Words was; without the leaſt Mention of a 
thing to be believed or practiſed, you —— 
your own Notions, as if they had certainly been 
a Part of it, and were to be 1 
The moſt the Words will bear, is, that as St. 
Paul had preached to Timothy, he ſhould like- 
wiſe inſtruct others, that the Sound of the Go- 
ſpel might go to the Ends of the World, 
What is more wonderful ſtil}; you have found 
dut what this Depoſtum was, and to whom de- 
livered ; a Liturgy, with expreſs Orders for 
mixing Water, Wine, & c. exactly the ſame with 
vou: And, to make the Crack flit louder, you 
conclude, That where we find all Churches, from 
the Beginning, to have obſerved one common 
Form in'the' Sacraments, or the other Apoſtolical 
Ordinances, though we find nothing of that 
Form in Scriptuve, ide ma ſafely conclude, this ili 
was Part of that Depoſitum which was _ = 

1 Veres 
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r mY 
vered by 65 ro he thanded damm by Na- 
dition. Indeed, honoured Friend, here is tuo 
much of the Gaſconade, becauſe no Litnurgies 
ſo antient, in the firſt Place, are extant; and, 
i it ds very improbable, that there was 
in thoſe Days an uniform, campleat Liturgy 
over the whole Chriſtian World; for then 
the Obſervation of Eafter ) would have been 
uniform likewiſe, which moſt certatnby has a 
cloſe Dependance upon a Liturgy, 

If your new Form, dear Sir, is, in reality, 
the ancient Apoſtolical one retrieved, its Com- 
poſure, I hope, would be agreeable to Apo- 
ſtolick Senſe, to Apoſtolick Stile, and to A- 
poſtolick Piety ; for, it would be the higheſt 
Preſumption to deviate one Scruple from that 
—_— al Uniformity eſtabliſhed 5 ſuch awful 
Authority. n 07 

The Deteds of your new Form, in relation 
to common Senſe, and the egregious Blunders 


therein, ſhew the Compilers either very neg- 


ligent, very ignorant, or very indifferent; I 
leave to your Choice which of theſe three ha- 
racters you pleaſe to take, for all 4s too many 
at once, | 75 

This has been already ſhewed to my Hand, 
J hope therefore the Reader will excuſe me 
from the Trouble of a Repetition. 

Your Plea for the univerſal Practice of the 
primitive Church from the Liturgies, is lame 
and defective, becauſe, in your Diſſertation up- 
on thoſe Liturgies, you grant, that none, ex- 
cept the Clementine, were written before St. 

Baſil's 
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Bafil's' time; and, as to the Clementine, I ſnall 
diſpatch that in a few Words, . 


That in the third Century there was a Book 


called, The HR Conſtitutionc, I can eaſily 
grant; that” afterwards Epiphanius has given 
us an Epitome thereof is evident. 

But we muſt obſerve Epiphanius informs us, 
that in his time Copies thereof went abroad 
corrupted by the Hereticks; and thus the 
Matter ſlept till the 16th Century, and then 
up ſtarts a Copy ſaid to be found by Ludovicus 
Capellus, a Venetian, in the Iſle of Candia, 


which the Papiſts immediately embrac d, be- 


cauſe St. Peter was there turned into a Lord; 


and the whole Conſiſtory of the Apoſtles ſeems 


to be a Houſe of Peers. ; 16 
No Wonder this took Effect in that Age, when 
the Struggle was more for Power than the Vi- 
tals of Religion. 2730 | 

But whether this Copy was from that which 
was orthodox and common in Epiphanius's time, 
or the Iſſue of that ſpurious one. of which he 
complains; or what Uſage it received from the 
Hands of the Papiſts, are Particulars well worth 
inquiring after, and without their being fully 
known, this Clementine Liturgy is fit only 
to light the Doctor's Pipe. | 

Oh! but you ſay, ler it be interpolated, our 
Effentials are not Parts of the Interpolation. 
Dear Doctor, Mr. Whifton has been before 
you in this Argument; be crics out immediately, 
when he is urged with the Arianiſin contained 
in thoſe Conſtitutions, that ſuch can be no In- 

5 terpolation 


7), 


terpolation, hee hee [i FT 
it is conſentient v with the Dock 


p 41 


enyine, as 11 


9 


ive Church. e 1 11321 2 
N This 15 A Circle for yo i both t to dance in, 


if you pleaſe. F ryar — fe ler made a 400 | 


compleat one in his Life. s 
For, to prove the conſeritieti Teflimon by © of 
the Church from the Clements Litur 5 and 
to prove the Clementine Liturgy from th t 1 got 
| ſentient Teſt wen of the 5 xch, is evid pt ly 
afatal Cle have market it with m 

and e you not to fic our of f the 15 
until you have ſolemnly recantd. 
As Matters therefore ſtand, you have no 
Liturgy on your Side, before "almoſt f the 5th 
Century; how can, ſuch proye the univeffal 
Practice of the primitive hurch in the MT 
ſtolick Age? 1155 

Indeed your Hypotheſis, if it could be] rov- 
ed, would certainly end this Branch of the 
Controverſy. Lou take it for granted the A- 
Poſtles left a Liturgy to be learned by Heart, 
and, that theſe Liturgies are the fame only. dif- 
fering ir in a few Words. 

This is a naked Suppoſition in tlie firſt Place, 
and fixed upon a falſe Foundation i in the ſecond ; 
you have no Proofs I obſeryed before, more early 
than the 4th Century, at leaſt. Theſe therefore 
can only ſtand good for their own Times. 

| Then your Suppoſition is built upot 1 anp- 
ther Suppoſition, no Man of Senſe will grant, 
viz, That a Form of Words may be learned by 
Heart, from 4 to Generation, for 
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get or loſe in twice telling. 
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- — 


many Ages, without even the Poſlibility of any 


confiderable Variation; whereas common Ex- 
perience will inform us, that even a Story ſhall 


: 
» * P : 


If you once allow the Poſſibility of theſe 
eſſential Variations, your whole Fabrick ſtoops 


to one common Ruine, becauſe Uncertainty can 


never be the Conveyer of a Divine Law. 


It is evident, the Roman Services made eſſen- 
tial Variations in leſs than Four Hundred Years, 
after even theſe pure Liturgies of yours were 
petin'd : Nay, theſe eſſential Variations ire 
ſtole upon the Church, and grew up into groſs 
and palpable Errors, without Contradiction, 
for ſome Ages. As for my Part, Iam not ſuch 


a blind Bigot to the preceding Ages, as not to 


think them fallible, when their Infirmities are 
the Subject of almoſt all Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory. 


As for Mixing Water with Wine, in its due 
Place I can prove it was aot the univerſal Pra- 


ice or Opinion of the primitive Church, and 
your Prayers for the Dead, as eſſential as you 
make them, are not ſupported in ſuch a Senſe 
by your beloved Liturgies themſelves. 


lou muſt. neceſſarily ſuppoſe the Souls of 


the Departed to be in a State of Melioration, 


and that they receive, or are ſuppoſed to re- 
ceive Benefit by ſuch Prayers. © 


The Clementine Liturgy leaves you in the 


Lurch upon this Occafion. The Words are, 
Fart her we offer to thee for all the Saints who 
have pleas'd thee, from the Beginning of the 
TT | 15 


This 


© 
<2 
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This is no more, in the firſt Place, than a 
Thankſgiving, as is ours in the Prayer for the. 
Church Militant. N 
Secondly, This univerſal Prayer, if it is 
ſugh, is for all the Saints who have been from 
the Beginning of the World. 23 
It is abſurd, that all the Saints from the 
Beginning of the World, ſhould want our 
Prayers; even the Romiſb Purgatory holds not 
Souls ſo long as yours. Moreover, Enoch and 
Elijah, who were never there, will not thank 
you for your Prayers: And, I am ſure, the 
Apoſtles, wlio are here expreſsly mention'd, 
are above em. Are you ſo vain as to imagine 
they want your Prayers? Have a Care of the 
Revelations. You may perhaps interfere with, 
that Canonical Book of Scripture, . which has 
actually plac'd a great Number of theſe Saints 
in Heaven, | "2.8 3 
. Your Citation, dear Sir, from St. James s 
Liturgy, is ſo far from being a Prayer for the 
Dead, that it is a Prayer for the Living only, 
that they may find Mercy and Favour from 
God, as the Dead have done before. As to 
what follows afterwards, as it includes all the 
righteous Perſons from Abel to that Day, I have 
the ſame Objection to offer here; as before, in 
relation to the Clementine Liturgy. 
However, as you haye been eaſed to men- 
tion both theſe Liturgies, it puts a Thought 
into my Head not over agreeable to your Hy- 
potheſis. | 


- 
* 


H 2 St. 


('65')) 
81.7 Panies's PAS. the not penn'd ell che 
in Zentury, you are bnd Was the Li- 
turgy delivered by. St. James to the Presbyters 
of. Th hurch, ;* e 
At the ſame time you as poſitively make the 
Clementine Litu rey the Standards and Teſt for 
thea elf So that 12 are two Soi P's, thereof one 
null ne arily be a Pretender. 2 
By this time, dear Sir, here is another Rü- 
ine coming about you r Ears; for if one of Rare 


414 1 


Liturgies proves to be ſpurious, and convey 
by 2 falſe Tradition, the reſt of the F amily 


Will haye ſpurious, Titles, or at leaft yield very 
jog, Cauſe of Su icion. * 
Thus i 5 our fine Tradition, on which you 8 
build ye your ſſentials, 'tonvided: of Impo Z 

yet. upon a 15 17 by "Tradition you 15 i | 
your 1 2 ouls at the Laſt Day. How 2 
ts my:Bowels yern with Compaſſion for my IM 
by me int the Het, for my dear Companion 4 
whom we went ſweetly in the Houſe of | 
G00 d together, till the Gall of Bitterneſs, and I 
de Pes 1 has, deſtroy d that wolf A 
any able Harmony among 3ſt us. I 
return; I by this time you are 1 
convincld, that Tradition may help you to a 

Lie, as well zs to a Truth; and if but one 


has ept in amongſt your Eſſentials,” in what 
an uo! ao he you plac d? 7 

I hope, Sir, Four oodneſs will pardon my 

| Diꝑrefft on, becauſe Truth calld for it; 1 Am 
now ready to ſpeak once more concerning your 


Liturgick Pray ers for the Dead. St. Mark's 
Litur- 
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poſe ; not to mention the-Iaipropricry bf! prac 
ing for the- Reſt of thofs was ate geen 
Sleep, wlid dyd in the Berd, and erb! 
nounc'd to teſt from their Labeüfs. Iw ſhört; 
I look upon all theſe Points t&Be'Cotrigptiohs 
from the ancient Practice” of (Commerorntion 
and Thankſgiving for Saints and Martyrs 5 whe 
had laid down their Eives for Religichg, of 
ſuch à Comtiemoratiom by" way of Gralitade 
for thoſe bright and glorious Examples) Fhave 


no Reaſon to doubt, but yout"Sthefiie@fte'sh 
another Natur mme. Ie 184g 


J obſerve, the Primitive Chriſtians, 
Part of Policy (tho Piety at the fame lege) 


imitated the Roman Government; by beſtsrin 
Favours on thofe who had fignaliz d themfelv 


in their ſpiritual Warfare. Martyrs and CH-! 


feſſors in thoſe Days made # glotious Figure i 
their Kalendars, ie hey dy d, tlicy departe 
with all the Comforts of Piety, Gratitude, and 
the Prayers of the Faithful; and if they far! 


vived, the Malice of their Eneinies, 4hd the 


Eſteem naturally ariſing from Merit and Hg5 


nour, made their Lives chihfrtable tö them. 
Commemorations of the Dead are 4s far from 
Prayers for them, as the Commemoration of the 
Martyrdom'of King Charles is from being a 
Prayer for him. | © 294. 21010qQA AE 10 
Moreover, T obſerve, dear Sir, that ii 
St. Zames's Liturgy, there are many blafphe: 
mous Epithets beſtow'd upon the Virgin Mary 4 
| Theſe, 


Litargy rats '6# in the lame Strain ich d 
bs which are net Prayers for y Pur“ 
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(6) 
Theſe, you ſay, in your Diſſertation thereon, 
were Additions afterwards, but yours were not · 
Thus is your infallible Conveyance become the 
Vehicle of Poiſon and Corruption; ; your dear 
Tradition has handed down ſome Lięs, by your 
owNn Confeſſion: And why your beloved Point 
may not be ſuch, I have heard no Reaſon nor 
Argument, except what brings you into a 
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Cie. ee. Lie © FH! Nine. 5 
Well, Prejudice is ever certainly the moſt 
fatal Enemy to Conviction; for notwithſtand- 
ing theſe ſtrong Suſpicions, and the Marks of iſ 
Innovation which appear in every Line, you, | 
grant all this. But ſtill your Points can be 
no ſuch, becauſe they are conformable to pri- 
Witire Me tr old on oltet f 
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ou may, if you. pleaſe, ſtill dance in this 
Circle; it has juſt Room enough for you and; | 
your little Chur). 
in ſhort, Bo one of thele I Aburgies is free 
from the Marks of Forgery, Corruption, and 
Innovation. The Invocation of the bleſſed 
Virgin, you confeſs, is awkardly brought into 
both the Liturgies of St. James and St. Mark, 
and yet theſe are Additions of no Moment. 
Dear Sir, if you conſider ſeriouilv, you will 
find you have levell'd all your own Works; 
for ſay you, tho theſe Liturgies might be clean 
and neat at firſt, adapted to the Circumſtances 
of an Apoſtolick Age; nevertheleſs ſame Addi - 
tions crept in afterwards agrecable to the Times. 
Thus the Pope (whom vou will have to be the 
Patriarch of Alexandria is pray d for by Name. 
en- 
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(630 
Mention is made of an orthodox King; and the 
Words of Art aſſumed in the th and 5th Cen- 


turies, are placed in thoſe Liturgies. 


Theſe Liturgies, you find, come to —4 
ave 


Hands, but through whiat Kennels they 
been dragged, you are utterly ignorant: Obla- 
tion and Invocation might creep in with; Hail 
Mary, fill of Grace. 2 7 AuEt 
If theſe Liturgies are your Rule of Faith, 
you are very unfortunate therein; for, if all 
the Marks of Novelty, Corruption, Popery and 
Interpolation, make not your Rule uncertain 
and precarious, I deſire to know what will. 
Your Standard is a ridiculous Impoſture, nay, 
it is an Impoſture upon an Impoſture, patim'd 
upon us out of a Popiſh Monaſtery, after it 
has had their Corrections, Emendations, or 
whatever they pleaſed. 1 


The ſuceeeding are much worſe; Blaſphemy, 
Hereſy and Idolatrybring up the Rear, all hatched 
out of the Brains of Impoſtors, ignorant of Ee- 
cleſiaſtical Hiſtory, of common Senſe, or of com- 
mon Modeſty; for theſe have been the inſepa- 
rable Marks of all Impoſtors in former Ages: 
Thus we can eaſily trace their Lies, and brand 
them to Poſterity. 

This, dear Sir, is your Evidence for the uni- 
verſal Practice of the primitive Church; this 
is your infallible Rule of Faith, the Criterion 
by which you judge of the Number of the 


Damned, by counting only your own Church 
ſaved. 
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If aur Bible was not more clearly tranſmit- 
ed. ix would not be a Rule of Faith to any, ex- 
cept your ſelves ; Geolfery Monmouth ſhould be 
a ore: valuable Hiſtory of the tw), . 
- 4, conelude, that your Liturgies can be nv 
rain Evidence af the Practice of the primi- 
tine Church, and, conſequently, no Rule of 
Faith, by the firſt Axiom, that it 1s eſſential 
0% Law, 40 be a Law to a Society, that it be 
ifafficiently.known. n. 
Well, 0 return; theſe Liturgies are, by Feu, 
duppoſed to be unifor m, Page 45, Ox, at lea 5 tO 
differ no more than the two different Copies of 
erde rer 
I do not wonder that Tranſlations from dif- 


:Ferent Languages will produce a Difference in 
he Words; for I do not imagine, that Men were 


ever found to ſpeak or write alike : If you ſup- 
poſe: St. Mart hero /s Goſpel was firſt written in 
Hebret-, and St. Luke's in Greek, this Difference 
5 caſilyſolved; but, however, if you examine 
Jour Liturgies, you will find more than a ver- 
bal Difference, as I have already inſtanced in 
Prayers for the Dead. | 
cu ſeem afraid, Page 46, of being charged 
with begging the Queſtion; a juſt and rational 
Lonſcionſneſs of which 1 with you much Joy. 
1 have before proved, that you begged the Que- 
Kion,; in taking for granted the Depoſirum men- 
tioned by St. Paul was a Liturgy crowded with 
Your Whims; and you come off here no better 

by ſaying it muſt be ſo, becauſe it muſt be ſo, 


The 


—= 
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(58) 
The Sum of your Argument is this; St. Pau! 
mentions 4 Depoſition left it the Hands of Ti. 
VVV 
= tHhould leave a Depaſtum behind, which contain- 
cd a Liturgy, with all the Points you want, | 
therefore that Depoſitum muſt have ſuch a Li- 
tur 4 0 15250 (ole Va & ; 1 
Wine main Queſtion is not here begged, I 7 
have done writing till I aſſume Spectacles. More 
over, here is a manifeſt Circle again, for to 
prove the Authority and Evidence of your Ei- 
WW tiurgies from that Text of Scripture; and to 
prove that Text from the Authority, and Evi- 
dence of your Liturgies, is another Circle for 


| > a #9 
pour Reverence'to take the Air in. 
9 | You fancy a prodigious Point gained by your 


Performance in your 47th Page : The Apoftles 
ſay, you did Hae phe in Writs, that the Colon . 
1 of the new Teſtament {ſhould be of univerſal 
= Obligation. r 3 
RY If I miſtake not, the Canon of the New Te- 
ſtament ſignifies the Rule of the New Teſta- 
ment, i. e. the Rule to know what are the Books 
of the New 'Teſtament ; you might as well 
have asked, how we prove the Elements of Eu- 
clid to be of univerſal Obligation; for the Ca- 
non of the New Teſtament is not Matter of Ob- 
ſervation, but of Science, and the Rule of Pra- 
ice are the Laws themſelves © 
I make no other Advantage of this, than to 
put you in mind of a Miſtake ; your following 
Words declare your 3 to be, that the 


New Teſtament is of univerſal Obligation. S 
[ 


(66820 
If gu mean by this, that every Part of the 
New Teſtament obliges every Perſon alike, I, 
abſolutely deny that 3 and no Man of common 
Senſe, w jk upon à due Conſideration, blame me 
for, the 1; eie gff+ |: * IL IT0T TON $ 


I you-mean, chat every thing in the New, 
Teſtament expreſly mentioned, is of perpetual 
or univerſal. Obligation, I fhall deny that 
likewiſe. neg onto t | | i one 37 £1 | 
For the Compliances with the Jews: were 
not of, _perpetual Obligation; moreover, the 
Nature ot Laws declare how far they are to 
ob lige, when, they arg Iimited fo 1 ander tain / 
time. 2. When the Cauſe is taken away for 
which they were made. 3. When they be- 
come, by Accident, of Time, and other Cir- 
cumſtanccs, impracticable to be performed. 

. When any poſteriour Law, in effect, repeals 
them 5 otherwiſe they muſt be of perpetual Ob- 
ligation. Thou ſbalt Love the Lord thy God, 
ſurely, carries in it ſelf, and in the Manner of 
promuging the ſame, a perpetual Obligation. 
There is no need of Tradition to prove, that 
Law, cbliges now ; what is this to your Pur- 
poſe?-. the Evidence for theſe Things is plain 

Z 

Bot when you come to inform us, that we, 
cannot prove what. are the Books. of the New; 
| Teſtament, except from Tradition, I ſhall readi- 
ly grant, internal Evidence alone; for Hiſtorx 
can never be ſufficient, but then the internal 

Evidence, together with the four Marks, are 
4 ſufficient to confirm any Fact in the 5 
1 * What 
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What can you poſſibly gain from hence Not 
that all Articles neceſſary to Sa ation are 
not contained in Seripture z even that yo fall 
believe that Canon, às you find it thiere, is 
Scriptural Command, becauſe it is 'propofitded 
then before you to be believed; for, if every 
Part comimnands Credit, tlie whole muſt"certain- 
ly have a Title theret ee. 

If I ſhould ſay, how is it poſſible for mę to 
believe the Hiſtory of Henry the VII. written 
by my Lord Bacon, whereas he has not, 
in one Place in the whole Book, required me to 
believe what he ſays? Surely you would laugh 
at me for a Fool; and more, 11 when 1 have ob- 
ſerv'dall the Marks of the Accuracy, Faithfilnefs 
and — of an Hiſtorian, I would queſtion, 
Wo vhetherhe 
8 


ad, or not, paſſed over in Silence 

| the moſt material Paſſages of that "Reign." ' 
In ſhort, every thing propounded there is tb 
be believed, and, if I take in external Teſti- 
q | mony to corroborate, ſtill you are juſt where 
1 Vyou was at the firſt ſetting forth on yourJourney, 
Lou have ſpurred and whipped upon 4 Gate, 


and have made no other Motion than fwing⸗ 
ing backwards and forwards,” 
* I cannot but obſerve one Part in your Con- 
duct, ſhining with inimitable Candour and In- 
| 3 regrity 3 for, though by your-vigorous-contend- 
ning for Prayers for the Dead, you ſeem to 


be intirely gone over to their | Intereſts; 
upon other Occaſions you uſe both the Dead 
and the Living ill a like; nor can'the Living 
Author of The juſt Grounds come off better 

I 2 than 


0 680 

than the deceaſed. Dan Hommond and Mi, 
Thorndike. SD a 2 a 
| Or in gur 48th ge, 1 yy Company it 
f wit the Wed th the Contents belonging there- 
to, you. uſe, the learned Gentleman not well, nor 
ag to his Merits. . 

"Head 1 IS, The Opponent has not prod 


ent 1e Scripture, that Scripture is the only 
Rule of Faith. 


Whexreas che $ Scape of that Gentleman 8 Ar- 


gument was no more than that the Scriptures 


preſcribe us po other Rule of Faith but Scrip- 
ture; and, that our Lord commended no other 
Rule to his is Diſciples, Surely, Sir, there is Dif- 
ference between à poſitive and a negative Ar- 
gument, howeyer you have here put them upon 
the fame. Foot; his Argument, was no more 


than negative, and you have made it a poſitive 
one in your Contents 


Jou are juſtly complained againſt, for not 
anſwering the Teſtimonics brought from the 
Fathers; and, more juſtly. complained againſt 
for not making 8 better Excuſe for that O- 
o 155170 

In my inion, dhe, Judgment of the Fa- 
Wen! 18 1 1 In qur- Pilpute, thus far. 

Iſt. When they mentioned the Seriptures & as 
a com pleat Rule of Faith. 

2d. "When they ſpeak of the Scripture as 
2 Rule of Faith —— an oblique View to 
any other Rule. 

3. Their negative Way of treating upon 
Tradition not ever mentioning the ſame 62 

Rule 


Rule of Faith, but as the Hand- maid af e 
Scriptures, conſtantly —_— to explain ox 
BS .corroborate. what was obſcurely therein coti- 
=—_ tained. cnet 3 100 eie! 2F 30 
= If you can produce Fathers on your Side, 
vo politively aſſert, that our bleſſed Savipur, 
or his Apoſtles, delivered down -Efſentials, 
in Truſt only to the Memory of Poſterity zthis 
might give a Colour to your new Schemes, 
| .thongh it would really weaken the Credit of 
the Fathers, and ſerve / hitly for an Appendix 
to his Cen ſira Patrum; for, conſidering the 
= Conſequence is no leſs than che eternal Happi- 
EX neſs or Miſery of Mankind, I can never ima- 
geine our bleſſed Saviour put the Evidence of 
I E ſuch momentous things upon a Level witk a 
Fable, ora Family Lie, | n! 
But, negatively, the Teſtimony of the Fa- 
WW thers is uſeful on our Side, and every Tefti- 
| = nony of that Nature caſt into the Scale, will 
= weigh down a Thouſand of your poſitive A 
{eruons, without any Foundation at all. 
Where are your Teſtimonies from the Fa- 
XZ thers, that our bleſſed Saviour's Miſſion was 
for any other Purpoſe than what has been de- 
livered in the Scriptures; without this your 
pretended Eſſentials can never. ſtand their 
Ground; for I repeat, that no Point can be an 
Eſſential of Chriſtianity, unleſs it is evidently 
revealed in the firſt Place; nor can any thing 
be an Object of Eſſentiality in the ſecond, un- 
leſs it has an immediate Regard to the Chri- 
| {tian 
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(75) 
ſtian Religion, as a Society, or to the Miſſon of 
zur bleſſed Saviou. - 


For if we believe him as he is want eleyith Y 
Laws, this is the ſhort, but comple, an of 


— 


For, as in Givil-Sociery u the Dadork of one or | 


two Laws is not an eſſential Breach, or what the 
_ Biſhop of Særum called an intire Subver- 


L 
— — 1 —— 


Down to the Lawof Chriſt, or own ſuch Prin- 
>. as deſtroy that Obedience, we are indeed, x 


ential Hereticks. 


—— one ſubv Principle is 


—% 


ci Oath ban Bhs hs 7, 


But the miſtaking a Law, or putting a wrong i ; 


| Interpretation thereon, is not an effenitial Wil 
Breach, unleſs we denied — Power that made _ 


thoſe Laws. 


I conclude; dear Sir, your Party ſeparated J 


upon the Account of pretended Eſſentials, 


before they knew what Eſſentials were; 3 
they proceeded ſomewhat too fait, and without 


due Conſideration, and yet will not be prevail- 
ed wi h to bethink themſelves aright. 

In ſliort, the Word Eſſential is a bold Word; 
chere is a wide Difference between ta 
a-PiQure, a Side, or a Piece of a Houſe, and 


digging up the Foundations; becauſe, in the 


firſt Phice,'s deal may be pretended : and, | 
in the — . whole * comes to 
Dou en a. 
therefore, your Party had modeſtly dropt 
the Word Eſſential, they might have made a 

better 


king down 2 


: 
L 
3 
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of 


1 
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better Retreat 3 but now it is a Burthen- 


muſt carry with them where ever they go - . ic 
it it is their Fate, to be put to ſwim, or nat 10 ; 
read on firm Ground, the Weight will fink 4 
chem for evðe mn. 01 of 
But, to make Eſſentials by gueſs, and to damn 4 


People poſitively for not gueſſing like your 
| is 3 — — Salvation a” — of 
Cross- Purpoſes. There ſeems, in all this, fo: 
much of the old Fanatick Spirit, that, pardon; 
me, dear Sir, if 1 ſay, Cartwright or Tram 
vere not more 3 more poſitive than 
| HF ycu are; and whole is the moſt; unaccountable 
== Schiſm, is pretty difficult to be knaẽm n. 
"7 L I pray, vir, wh all uy _ 
S.. Jerom plainly againſt you? For, 1 4 
af a we are to flick to * that are — 2 6 
ten, this is oppoſed to our forming Eſſentials : 
from our own Brains; it every thing is to be 
I deſpiſed that has not the Authority of Scripture, 
chen ſurely nothing muſt be taken up as an Arti- 
e of Faith, which has no Foundation or Au- 
VE thority of Scripture to ſupport it. I fay, theſe 
IF ought to have been directly anſwered, for, the 
ſeem to me, utterly to overthrow your Schemes; 
but alas! to this you only make a flight Return: 
oh! ay you, did St. — mean, that Tra- 
dition ſhould be deſpiſed > Yes, he did mean, 
chat fuch Tradition as yours was to be deſpi- 
ſed, becauſe it has not the Authority of Scrip- 
ture; and yet, Impoſtor-like, pretends to vye 
= with the ſame. However, Tradition, retained 
m moderate Bounds, is not deſpiſed —_ 
treat- 


ct TR... 
= 


didiy impertinent. t — 
It's ſtrange theſe Paſſages ſhould not appear i 


Tb * 

Trentment: Tam far from 5 A 
Virgil; as I honour the one for his Majeſty, Bl 
and the other for his Wit; but T'ſhall' never, 
arcording to the vulgar Errour; believe them 
Prophets, nor put their Writings upon a Fot 
"Suppoſe St. Jerom does argue againſt Fo- Wil 
vinian and Vigilantius, in behalf of Trad- 
tion, does he there, or in any other Places, 
aſſert, that it has handed down Articles f 
Faith, independant of the ſdcred Writ? This 


wduld be contradictory to himſelf, and ſor- Wil 


to you more” formidable, whereas they ſtrike 
3 Root of your Hypotheſis, as I have 
ſhewn. You demand a Scrutiny; which I ſhall 
readily grant. What Propheſies, ſay you, do we ' 
pretend to receive, that agree not with th?⸗ 
Scriptures? Les, you propheſy concerning a 
future State; like Montanus, you pretend 
to know, not only in what State the Dead 
are, but alſo what” State they will be in 
after they have had a few of your unnaceſſaryʒ 
Prayers: Lou know allthe Ranks and Prefer- i 
ments amongſt your ſelves, fine imaginary Ideas 
like the Presbyterian Predeſtination, or, Iixæe a Re- 
verend Dottor of a certain Univerſity; who took 
infinite Care to barricade his College againſt the 
wild "Iriſh, and, finally, ſhut himſelf out. 1 
with this may not be your Fate; that it may 
not, ſha. alive be my Prayer, and when you } 
are dead, thift for your ſelves. | 

| What 


7 ((&)) © = 
What Revelations have ye ſet pes 
che Turning Water into an eſſential . gre · 
dient, is 4 new Revelation, not ſupported ei- 
deer by one fingle Inſtance in the Seripture, or 
dy one üngle Faſſage in the Fathers. 
In ſhort, Sir, you may flouriſh as long as vo 
pleaſe, but St. Ferom 18 againſt you 5 the Courſe 
of his Argument, and the whole Scope of his 
Diſcourſe tends to prove, that We are to believe 
nothing vit hour the Authority of the Scripture. 
After all this, comes on ſuch a furious Attack 
as muſt neceſſarily coſt ſome one or other a 
great Loſs of their Senſe and Underſtanding, 
=" St. Jen Helvidius is ſet in ſo clear 
2 Light by your learned Adverſary, that I ad- 
mire your Courage and Boldneſs, Dexterity 
and Cunning, in turning the Attack upon him. 
Ihe Cafe is thus ſtated. Helvidius denied 
time perpetual Virginity of the Bleſſed Virgin. 
10 maintain his Opinion, he ſhelter d himfelf 
under ſeveral Texts of Scripture. , St, Fetom, 
in order to confute him, firſt examunss. them, 
1 and finally draws this Concluſion, wt quæ ſcripta 
unt non negamus, ita que non ſcripta ſunt te- 
nuimils. i. e. As we do not deny what we find 
written, ſo we reject what we find not written. 
i. e. in other Words: If we could haye found 
any Text of Scripture agreeable to your Senti- 
ments, we would have come into the ſame, ſo 
as we do not find your Notions therein, e re- 
jecdt them. = 
There cannot be a more plain and abſolute 
Proof on our Side of the Gueſtion than this 
TT” ſeems 


| (078) 
ſeems to be. However, Doctor Brett, has turt d 
l this Paſlage of St. Ferom-againſt us Point blank. 
Surely, dear Sir, your Service muſt be of the 
greateſt Conſequence to your e if, upon 
your Appearance in the Field, all- our Forces 
deſert us, and declare on your Side. 
St. Ferom oppoſed: a Notion of Helvidiut, 
becauſe it was not found in Scripture, and con- 
eludes from thence, that it muſt be abſolutely 
falſe. This, you have the Pleafure of ſaying 
is on your Side in Behalf of Tradition. What 
Appearance it has, let any who have common 
Senſe be Judges; and by what Magick you have 
turn'd the Tables upon us, I ſhall next examine. 
In the firſt Place, you raife a Cloud, 1n or- 
der, as one would imagine, to make a Retreat; 


but the real Deſign is taken from the King of 
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| Sweden at the Battel of Nærva, you blind our 
Eyes, in order to obtain a more eaſy and ſure 
Victory. 

For, dear Sir, was St. Ferom's Diſpute con- 
cerning the Conſiſtency or Inconſiſtency of Tra- 
ditition with Scripture? ls there one Word of 
that in the whole Diſpute? That Father's Words 
have only Relation to what is contain'd in Scri- 

. ture; and he concludes that Helvidius muſt 
| 8 the wrong, becauſe he inſiſted upon a KW 
[ Notion which had not the leaſt Foundation in 
b Scripture at all, | 
Wh what Surprize then dolT hear, you ſay, 
that St. Ferom argues in Behalf of Tradition, 
becauſe the Scripture has not taught the per- 
petual Virginuy of the Virgin Mary 2 For you 
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may as well-fay, that L argue im Behalf of Tra- 
dition, becauſe l ſay your eſſential Points are 
not found in Scripture: Let with what; an Air 
of florid Poſitiveneſs you run on, with Impe- 
tuouſneſs that wants more à Bit than a Spur; 
for tho' we ſuppoſe. St. Ferom does not make a 
Diſtinction expreſsly in determinate Words, 
between Things neceſſary, and nor neceſſaryʒ 
however, a little Logick will make a poſitive 
Implication: For if the perpetual eg of 
the Virgin was a neceſſary Article of Faith, 
St. Ferom is your declared Enemy; and if it 
was not, ſurely we may conclude, that if even 
unneceſſary or circumſtantial Diſputes, which 
are at the ſame time the Objects of Religion, are 
not to be credited unleſs they are found in Scri- 
pture, much leſs muſt we take up with Eſſenti- 
als not found therein. | 

Where then does St. Ferom make it an Error 
in Helvidius, to oppoſe Tradition? You have 
not, dear Sir, rightly turn'd your Argument 
upon us. For, ſay you, p. 55. Scripture is 8 
Rule preſcrib'd by our Lord to his Diſciples to 
wall by, we believe, becauſe it is written. That 
Tyadition is excluded by our Lord from being a 
Rule to walk by, we du not believe, becauſe it is 
not written, becauſe we read no Excluſion in the 
Scripture. This you put upon a Level with 
St. Jerom's Way of arguing, whereas it is moſt 
oppolite thereto. For, according to him, Tra- 
dition cannot be a Rule, becauſe it is not faid 
to be in the Scripture; not that it is à Rule, 
becauſe it is not ſaid to be a Rule. An Heretick 


K 2 might 


It is fo, becauſe it is not ſo 


. ( 76 d) I, = 
might urgue in this Manner, but an orthodox il 
Father never could. Leu may indeed after this. 
Manner proceed y roundly with Mixing 
Water with Wine; Scripture no where ſays 
you'ſhall not mix Water with Wine, therefore 
vou ought ſo to do Whereas St. Ferom, if he 
was alive, would tell you, that Water is not 
an Eſſential Ingredient in the Euchariſt ; for if 
the Striprure! ſaid that. ĩt was, there would be 
no —— — fame But we are | 
obliged to rejet'what the Scripture does not 
mention; mam born hot uo of wit 0 
Lou ſee plainly, Sir, by this time, you hav 


= 


chang'd. the State of the Queſtion, and made 
St. Ferom ſpeak as indonſiſtently as your ſelves; 
and the Whole of all the Argument in your 
Book turns thus, It is fo, becauſe it is ſo, and 
But where, in God's Name, is St. Ferom fo 
plainly on your Side? Does he ſay, that Tra- 
dition is to be /adher'd to, when — 
does not aſſert · the. contrary ? Can all. this be 
extracted from this plain, ſimple, and unaffe: 
cell Expreſſion, e aniſt reject what ir not WM 
written 2 This Chymiſtry in Polemicks will Wl 
reduce" Chriſtianity to a Capit mortnum Par- 
don me, dear Sir, if Paſſion breaks forth into 
2 little Reſentment. If this Way of Writing 
or of Arguing is allow'd of, we may ſhake the 
Alphabet, and draw. Lots for Religion, for 
Senſe, or for Learning. Then indeed your 
Whimſies may riſe up beautiful Eſſentials: Pride, 
Obſtinacy, and Prejudice may turn — 

mA leek- 


ES. 000 
Meckneſs, Condeſtenßon and Candor, ant af 
Does. : 3d e egg geg manitu 
Pardon me, if for the Reader's Informstian, 
H lay down St. Frroms own Werds, and place 
hf yours overaga n, e Nals 


St.. FEROM. | Door BRE IT 
45107 do not deny the That Scripture 18,8 
= Things that are written, Rule preſerib d by our 
/ we reject the Things Lord to his Diſeiphegitp 
ie believe God to beve becauſe it is Mitten 
9 been born of 4 Virgin, That Tradition is ext 
becauſe we read it: Me cluded by our | Lord 
As not believe Mary to from being a Rule for 
baue married after her his Diſeiples to walk by, 
1 Deliver, becauſewe do we do not believe, be- 
3 
N 


not read it. gcauſe we read ng ſuch 
' © Excluſion in Seriptuss. 


I beg the judicious Reader to find the Agree» 
ment betwixt St. Ferom and Dr, Brett. 
| That Scripture is a Rule preſcrib'd P our 
Lord to walk by, becauſe it is written I ſup- 
poſe you mean, that it is {aid ſe to be in the 
Scriptures. This, dear Sir, is another Circle; 
for, to prove that the Seripture is a Rule to walk 
by, becauſe the Rule is preſcrib d by Scripture, 
is as plain a Circle as any of the former. 80 
chat indeed you are catch'd by your own 
Magick. | {Ea 

Now to draw the Parallel. Does St. Ferom 
ſay, that he believes the Scripture e it is 


written? 
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| M 
written? No z. he believes the Things that are 
written, not, I ſuppoſe, becauſe they are writ- 
ten, but becauſe they are the Word of God. 
To return to you, Sir. That Tradition is 
excluded, &c. we do not believe, becauſe we 
read of no ſuch Excluſion in the Scripture, The 
Reſult of which is, that we are obliged to be- 
lieve every thing we do not find in Scripture. 
By this time we are to come to this Argument, 
That Scripture is a Rule preſcrib'd by our Lord 
to his Diſciples, we believe, becauſe it is writ- 
ten ; that the Ale horan is excluded from being a 
Rule, we do not believe, becauſe we have no 
ſuch Excluſion in the Scriptue. 
Does St. Jerom argue in this Manner? Far 
from it. He believes God to have been born 
of a Virgin, becauſe it is expreſsly ſo delive- uh 
red in the inſpired Writings. He will not be- 
lieve that Mary married, becauſe he does not 
find that the Scripture does any where expreſs- 


ly ſay that ſhe was marriet. 1 

Do not we fay, in the ſame Manner, we 
believe our bleſſed Saviour gave Bread and 
Wine to his Diſciples, becauſe it is expreſsly Mb 
ſo {aid ? But we do not believe he gave Water 
mix'd with the Wine, becauſe it is not ſo ſaid. ⁶ 
I know you would turn the Tables upon us, 
and make the Argument run thus. We muſt be- 
lieve Water to be mix'd with Wine, becauſe 
we do not read of any ſuch Excluſion in the 
Scripture. 

The Reader will find the Magick vaniſh, if 
he but conliders, that the Old Father and the 


New 
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A New differ in their Premiſſes; for, St. Fer om 


inſiſts upon a poſitive Affirmation in the Scrip- 


3 ture, and the Doctor upon a Negation, which. 


produce vaſtly different Concluſions; for, ac- 


o 


# cording to the Doctor's 3 can prove, 

_ HE that the Dromedaries, men 

vere no Dromedaries ; for, that they were not 
W Males, I prove thus; that the Scripture is 

a2 Rule preſcribed, &c. we believe, becauſe it 


ned Eſth. vill. 10. 


is written; that theſe Dromedaries were Males, 


Ido not believe, becauſe I do not find it written 
in Scripture, that they were not Females. Vice 
verſa, I can prove, after the ſame Manner, they 
vere not ſaid to be Males. H 39 


If ever the Times called for a Reſtraint upon 


| the Prefs, it is certainly when ſo little Regard 


is had to Decency, or Coherence in Wri- 


ting; I am very ſorry it falls to my Share, to 


expoſe an old Friend in theſe Colours: But, 
as you have entred upon Hoſtilities, by the 
Laws of Writing, I muſt be your Ad- 


verſary: A publick Quarrel and Duty over-rule 
all private Conſiderations. 


b 


Having thus diſcuſſed St. Ferom, you proceed 


to lreneus, you ſay he does not diſtinguiſh 


Tradition from the Word of God. 


As I have obſerved before, if the Fathers 
mention the Scriptures as the only Rule of 
Faith, if they ſpeak of them in ſuch a Manner 
as ſeems excluſive of any other Conveyance, 
this is againſt you, and ſo far are all the Fathers. 

For, let them appeal to Tradition for a 
Succeſſion of Biſhops, theſe are only Circum- 


ſtances _ 


( 8 ) 
ſtances ſubſequent to the Penning of the 84. 
cred Writ. Let even Tertullian cry up Tradi- 
non as the Conſervation of Faith, he ſaid this 
m Oppoſition to thoſe Hereticks who pretended 
to falſe Sctiprares ; he appeals to Tradition, 
as more properly the Conſervation of the writ- 
ten Rule, than being a Rule it ſelf. There 
is a wide Difference between the Stream of a 7 
River, and the Veſſel that it carries upon it: 
And if the Father ſays, that our Faith muſt 
be Apoſtolick, becauſe it is derived from Apo- 


I ſtolick Men; it does not follow, but that it 
* may be derived from the facred Writ, which Writ i 
1 was Handed down by Apoſtolick Men, and a 

i legal Succeſſion of Biſhops. | i: 
Ty Your Buſineſs is therefore never done, till 
: you prove that Eflentiats either, as to Worſhip WW 
5 or to Faith, were delivered by oral Traditi- 
on to ferure Ages unrecorded in Scripture; for WM 
be this you have not one fingle Teſtimony. | 

; When Jrenæus or any of the Fathers ap- 


; peal to Tradition, they do not appeal to it 
f in your Senſe, nor did ever any one Father 
fay, that all things neceſſary to Salvation were 
; not contained in Scripture ;, and even Jrenevuw WR 
4 before us arguing againſt the Hereticks of his 
| Ape, calls the Scripture the Foundation and 
Pillar of our Faith, which it could not be 
if it had not all the Eſſentials of our Religi- 
on: Therefore let your Tradition have its Oſice 
of explaining, but vou beg the Queftion, if you W 
make it ſpeak of Eſſentials where the Scriptures | 
are filent. ES | 


. 


That \ | 


WE 
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might allegorize thereon, as was a 
peculiar to almoſt all the Fathers. 


and a great Inſflance of Pri 


* 


OT. (81 ) * A ie 5. 46 
That the Word of on may 185 e 
by Tradition, I have no where denied; but ano- 
ther Queſtion ariſes, how faithfully, 1 0 
will preſerve the Word of God? And, how 
well it has been preſerved by both the Eaſtern 
and Weſtern Churches, is known. t any. one, 
meanly converſant in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſ ry. 
When you come to your Inſtances th, are 
no mote than a pitiful begging the Queſtions 
Timorhy's Depoſtum was ite: Clementine Lian: 
gy, or ſomething very like it. This, 2 fay, 
you have proved; I have before obſerved in 
what Manner, by ſaying it is ſo, becauſe it 
muſt be ſo. ors bh 254:15'5 208 oi 
If for the ſake of diſputing farther, I ſhould 
grant, that St. Paul taught Trmothy a Liturgy; 
to ſay by Heart, you are ſtill in the Dark, as 
to the eſſential Parts of that Liturgy; for, here 
Tradition ſhakes Hands, and leaves you to 


ſhift for your ſelves: -I hope * will not in- 


for then, Iam 
ſure, you can have no true Worſhip in your 
own dear Church; and, in ſpite of all you oo 
ſaid, Water may be no Effential, though we 
grant it was put into Wine, in Countries where 


ſiſt that the whole was Eſſentia 


- 


it was a Scandal to drink it in another Manner: 


Nay, even though St. Cyprian's warm n Fancy 
c aller! Wer 

St. Baſil, you acknowledge, cleatly aflerts, 
that it is a manifeſt * from the Faith; 
either to ſet aſide 

any 


5 
* 
. 
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(82) 
any thing of thoſe that are written, or to intro- 
duce any of the things that are not written. 
Thus far he is on our Side, but then you pro- 
duce him on your own, particularly ſpeaking 
of things which have the ſame Obligation in 
Regard to Godlineſs. DEE: 


© Your Way of reconciling theſe ſeeming 
Contradictions, next comes under my Exami- 
nation: You diſtinguiſh Articles of Faith from 
Matters of Worſhip ;"but, however, if you can 
find Eſſentials ' of Worihip, independant of 
any Article of Faith, I will give up the Cauſe. 

| What is Worſhip but the Adoration of the 
ſupream Being? The Manner of this Worſhip 
are, the various Methods preſcribed by which 
that Worſhip ſhall be performed; nothing there- 
fore can be an Eſſential of Worſhip, unleſs it 
has ſuch a cloſe Connection with the Adoration 
of _ that without it God is not worſhipped 
at all. 

It is eſſential to the Worſhip of God that 
it be done with all the Circumſtances of Obe- 
dience to his Commands. 

Concerning theſe Methods of Worſhip, St. 
Baſil ſpeaks, which he calls unwritten, or eccle- 
ſiaſtical Cuſtoms, | 

But, as I have before obſerved, the Com- 
mands of God muſt be, in this Caſe, clear! 
and infalhbly conveyed to make them, in fo 
ſtrict a Manner, obligatory to us; and this 
we muſt lay down as a Foundation, that 
God never deſigned thoſe Laws to oblige, 


which 


„„ 


WI 


11 * 
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which are precariouſly delivered to us. Does 
3 Maſter of a Family deliver” a Jewel to 
his Poſterity to preſetve, careleſsly caſt a- 
bout every Corner of his Houſe? 8 cannot 
God conſiſtently with his Attributes, . tranſ- 
mit eternal Laws to the precarious ; Cuſtody 


u 


of a treacherous Memory. 


Let, therefore, theſe Cuſtoms be never ſo pi- 
ouſly obſerved, when they are known, they are 
now waſh'daway by Time; from whence wemay 
conclude, that they are arbitrary Cuſtoms, and 
not the eternal Pleaſure of God, _, - 

It is eſſential therefore to the Worſhip of 
God, toadore him as he is, and, as he has com- 
manded us to do; and when his Commands do 
not appear fully and clearly, he does not re- 
quire them to be eternally obligatory to us, 
Neither does it appear that every Practice 
or Method recurred to, either by the Apoſtles 
or by the primitive Chriſtians, was immutable 
in its own Nature; for, we have no hu- 
man Proof that it is fo, either from Mat- 
ters of Fact, or from rational Inferences; for, 
if it were ſo, ſome more ſteady and authen- 
tick Teſtimony might, and would have been 
= preſerved (tho' in the Bowels of the Earth) 
than the Memory. 
Moreover, all the Liturgies through the 
World would have been uniform, whereas the 
Variations are evident. 1 ne know by what 


= Light we ſhall come at the owledge of Ef- 
bi {entials > 
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of 
You fay 
Seer from uncertain Gueſſes and Conjectures 
O1. 

fall or at leaſt, for ought you have proved 
to the contrary, 


oſtentatious *retence to rem | without. 
calon.  . 


ſupream Being; or, that it is immoral, or other- 
wife contradictory to the Divine Commands, 
A Church without an Euchariſt, where it. 
can be had, labour under an eſſential Defect, 
beci fe God has commanded us to celebrate 
the fame; we have an expreſs written Law for 
Bread and Wine, but, as to Water, it cannot 
be effential, becauſe it has not that danction; 
and thus far we are ſafe. ls - 4 
The Nature of the thing will diſcover an 
eſſential Defe&. Immorality in our Prayers 
cannot conſiſt with the Adoration. of God, 
becauſe it mocks his Attributes: Prayers to the 
Virgin are immoral, becauſe God alone is the 


Object 


4 * 1 


6 WY. 
Objett of our Prayers, and Chriſt alone our 
Iaterceſſorn. „ eee ot agh 30 
they appear to be of pex el „Olten 
ſo far From Adoration, that it is ſubſtracas 
from our Obedience to God, as it is an AQ{of 
Contumacy to refuſe Obedienee to the C/ 
man s of an earthly P FENCE, »; As: 100 bluad! 
St. Baſil, dear Sir, has nothing ta do wh 
Eſſentials, nor had he one Word heredt ; he 
ſpeaks of a4 ogy agen + Which we: 
ought, in Prudence, to obey, unlels we would 
do an Injury to the | Golpel it ſelf; for, if 
we grant, that he meant move, he proves ton 
much; for, as I have obſerved; if - all indi- 
criminately demanded an indiſpenſible Obedi- 
ence, becauſe they were Apoſtolieal Practices, che 
firſt Stone of your Church is not yet laid; your Li- 
turgy labours under Defects; for it will he hard to 
prove it is the Apoſtolick one: And in the ſecond 
Place, it wants ſome common Senſe, and conſe- 
quentlyit is eſſentially defective in two Reſpects. 
Thus you muſt unchurch you ſelves, or 
ſtoop down a. little lower; you muſt have ſame 
other Criterion for your Eſſentials, or you 
are gone for ever. Your Diſtinction to recon- 
ix cile St. Baſil 18 loſt, and he ſtill remains aſſert · 
= ing, that to advance any thing not written, 
is Pride, and falling from the Faith. 939% 
With what Freedam you charge the learned 
Author with giving up the Canon of the Scri- 
ture, in order + to maintain his Argument, is 
Matter of ſeyere Reflection, becauſe you have 
nat 


1860 
not informed us where, and in What Manner, 
he has ſo done; nor indeed, can I find where he 
Was ſo hard prefſed, Fam ſure, not by you Ar- 
"7k if Lmay have Libetty to Speak my; 
| ind. | RL JETTROT HTO TT STOREL, CfK3TI TRY os 


Ton have brought Mr. Thorndik>/ upon tlie 
Stage once more, I ſuppoſe,” leſt your Play 
ſhould not take, unleſs you ſometimes produce 
2 Choſt; for he might as well have walked. 
croſs the Stage, and not have ſpoke one Word, 
as utter Part of an Epilogue written in his 
Lifetime, notkinig to your Purpoſe, 
Ido not deny, that a Liturgy might poſſibly 
be delivered by the Apoſtles to their Sucte[s 
ſors by Heart; but till, Mr. Thorndike has not 
touched upon the Eſſentials of this Liturgyʒ and, 
if he had inſiſted, that we were indiſpenſibly ob- 
liged to uſe theirs, and no other, in Honour he 
was obliged let us us know where it was to be 
found; for let the Memories of the primitive 
Chriſtians be never ſogood, we have no Liturgies 
at preſent, which have not been dragged through ' ü 
Popery ; and, if we goto them to learn Eſſentials, 


it we very well know what a Leſſon they wil! 
'Y will not contend againſt Tradition's ex- 
ial plaining the Scripture, even in ſome Eſſenti- 
if al Points, but then it muſt have the four 


Marks, as particularly Epiſcopacy, concerning 
| which I ſhall ſpend a few Words. as 
I}: That the Apoſtles devolved Church Powers 
to thoſe who were to ſucceed them, is plain 
from Scripture it ſelf, by the Inſtructions given 
to Timothy and Titus: The next Queſtion ari- 

ſe⸗ 
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„ 
ſes, Whether Biſhops as now, conſtituted im the 
Church, have an Apoſtolick Right to thoſe 
powers devolved by the Nee This wn 
neceſſarily be determin d. if we ean prove, that 
key are lawful. Succeſſors to thole to whom 
== thoſe Church Powers were devolved. We mult 
in this Caſe conſider them, either as to their 
Ws intrinſick Powers, or to the Juriſdiction they 
now exerciſe. As to the firſt, they have as 
certain a Conveyance of intrinſick Powers, as 
any pretended Presbyter can be preſum'd to 
have; for none can pretend Presbyters to be of 
Ws a ſuperior Order to Biſhops, , with whatever” 
= Earneſtneſs they may aſſume to themſelves an 
= Equality. ot Peer erty 184 
As to Juriſdiction, when we have gain'd that 
Point, the whole Controverſy concerning Epiſ- 
copacy is finiſhed. ad, 1 7100 
That they exerciſe the ſame Juriſdidion as 
the Succeilors of the Apoſtles did, may in this 
Manner be prov'd. = atk 
That Mens Eyes and Ears could be Judges 
whether one particular Perſon call'd himſelf by 
the particular Name of Biſhop, and the reſt of 
the Clergy had Denominations different from 
his, according to the Inferiority of their Orders. 
And that he exercis'd Juriſdiction over a whole 
= Diſtri& of theſe Clergy, cannot be denied by 
any ingenuous Man. For ſurely our Ears and 
8 Eyes are Judges, that the King of England pre- 
ſides over his Parliament; for Acts of publick 


| Authority are the Objects of our Ears and of 
= our Eyes. | 
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nn 
he ordaining of this Perſon a Biſhop by the 
Twpoſition of Hands of Biſhops, exclufive” of 
Presbyters, and all the other publick Chara&e. 
riſticks of Biſhops; are at the'fame time the Ob. 
je& of our Seriſes; and corvar{Sigos com- 
mencing immediately from the firſt Inſtiturion, 
the ſacred Dypticks were Monuments preſer- 
ved of the Fact; or at leaſt, if they have not 
been able to ſtand the Teeth of Lime, the 
Succeſſion of Biſhops to this Day is a laſting 
Monument, and will continue to be fo to the 
End of the World. ne =gs | 
Now, that the outward Signs commenc'd 
immediately from the Apoſtles Times, will ap- 
pear, if we conſider, that there was ſuch a mus 
tual Connection between the outward Signs and 
the Inſtitution, that one could not exiſt with- 
out the other. For, as we have Eccleſiaſtical 
Records which teſtify, that St. Peter was Biſhop 
of Rome, St. Mark of Alexandria, &c. at leaſt 
when thoſe Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtories firſt ſtoodthe 
Teſt of the publick Light, there were not above 
two or three who had pretended to be direct 
Succeflors to any Apoſtolick Biftop of any See 
mention'd: Tfxy, in fo fhort a time, thoſe Signs 
eould nor be impos'd upon the World. For if 
Mens Eyes and Ears were Witneſſes that 
Presbyters conſtituted over every Congregati- 
on, had the Power of ordaining; their Eyes 
and Ears muſt alſo be Witneſſes when that Pow- 
er was taken away. Their Eyes muſt alſo be 
Witneſſes when they ſaw one particular Perfor 
ordain excluſively of the reſt. They could 

no 
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(899). 
not, for Inſtance, be aflegp-at-Rome, when they 
ſ; = Clemens, a Biltiop: wyeited; with Power 
over Presbyters, and ſhining i Signs of chat 
Power in every Exerciſe of Authority, and in 
the publick Style ind Characters given. In 
ſhort, L cannot ſee why there is not equal Proof 
Sabbath, and the Inſtitutimm of the Lord's Day. 

In ſhort, ſuch a monſtrbus Ufurpation of 
Power can we res n 5 gs 
may, in time, produce! | When the 
firſt Advances are ſo ſlbw, that the E es and 
Ears are not ſtrueck with the Change, like the 
Motion of the Hand af à Clock: We cannot 
{ce the fixſt Vibratians uf Motion, though, che 
Alteration:[viſibly appears in tine. 

Upon the Whole, dear Six, this Inſtance. of 
Epiſcopacy will do you no Service, becauſe it 
has a — and ſtrong Dependanee than 
your precarious Tradition nay, I fatter my 
ſelf, that I have fully proved it can ſtand, its 
Ground even upon Scripturs alone, in my An- 
{wer to the Scotch Presbyterian of Dumbartan. 

If indeed you — have Scripture prove 
what was dune after the ſacred Writ was gub- 
liſhed, Imuſt tell you, this: is an extravagant 
Demand, where Fropheſꝶ is not concerned. : 


If St. Paul had given Catalogue. £ Biſhops 
of Rome up-.as Er unf Ss ee ys. Day, | 
ſhould have equally diſtruſted his Epiſtles as 
do the Apoſtolick Conſtitutions. ö 

After what has beeri-ſaid, another Queſtion. | 
ariſes, what the Unlearted are to do in this Diſ- 


M pute? 


( ToTm_ 
pute? yo have, indeed, very modeſtly deter- 
mined, Page 99. that none buti your ſelves are, 1 
atpreſent, qualiti Anbei what the un- 
leatned:are to — * ye have ſtudied the Wl 
Controverfyſ ears, ind ydu think at ver Wl 
hard that yer cn har be Mair of | 1 a 
A ,\Univerſalitigcan tas , 
wy > ag able earn his Frade in a 
dere ee . I 8 Hul Ni 531 | 1 
Ftaka for etantedibefore you made: your: Se- | 
parationz : you 1 br bach — a | ö 
and that you as theſe Eſſebrials im your Eye 
wt * Juzant, Iren did a 
ving in Ron not 
— ery E ey iScrup les 
grew almoſt to — | ly that jw u had: theſe 
8 in 
diſputed me) into 


things under 7 15 
vid me over (I BE 
the. eee ch; where your; Lrarned. 
ſhipaſfured me on 4 Salvation was to be had. 
In my Opinion, ybu ouglit to have ſuſpended ⁵⁶ 
your Cenfure, till youtd: Ae your ſeven. | 1 | 
Years Study. 13) 7d i118 EO 
I defireto know how pteity by Ars it would 
have been to an impartialiStander<by,) if, at a 
certain time, near the Water-Side; an unlearn- 
ed Perſon had come to/you; for dn pinion, 
conoerhing your preſent Eſſentiali, ( am very 
confident neither the. Matter of 220 nor the 
Scene is falſſy laid) and you had told hics, _ 
gravely, that ſuch Points were not, Grounds / 
of Separation; that God farbid you. ſhould 
have * Thoughts of- 8 the Commu- 


nion 


tions. 


14 che Chuxc (fo) .andithat thin 

Wo 4 ;W1 

A : — — te er you ſhould return with:a 

9 12 — — — 3 
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utes of ſmiſbüng 

It ol vis, 09; 
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1 — —— it again be 
ſet up for t 


hemſelves, or (ve 
fore they are half e Treck. 
I know one who had a ge to leari after 
he had even reſolved to a arBooky which 
had an immediate Dependance upon the. ſa 
As, dear Sir, your firſt Eſſential depends 
much up pon Rabbinical Learning, how ſhall an 
— Perſon know to whom to apply un 
your Side of the Queſtio ? If he comes 
to one, he has had the Cares of the World too 
much upon him; another has _ gone wodg 
his Grammar, Or. * * 2013 Mit 
I ſtop here only to Fatbear l efle@ions, a0 
will return to ſome more ſerious Expoſtuls- 


God. never defigne d the Vulg 66 Mah 
Jute Judges of Straps but 2 farther 
than concerned themſelves; No Man is ac- 
countable for a greater Share of Knowledge than 
God has given him; and, if — keep 
themſelves within the Sphere of common Senſe 
and common Reaſon, heir Guides are anſwera- 
ble for the reſt ; but What Relation has this tb 

M 2 you 
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25 682) 7 
you who Have. no spiritual Julifdictien over 
— them, who firſt reneunred them as net being 
pour Flock, and then tall them after bu: They 
can have no Deferenet for your Bollicieatiots, 
i t6 whom the Cute of their 8buls does im Ho 
Wiſeichelengg mau ov 209415] 
The Unlearned therefore, im all Probability, 
will rather chuſe to repair to tlioſe for whom 
they ſave retainech forme? Eſteem (for it is to 
be ſuppoſed che are mo competent Juòges of 
Learning and Meric) than to you; from whom | 
they are to expect hand Dictates, and Demands 
of Abſolute Sabmiſſon .... 


> a 
* * 
_ 


It's certain you agen them no encoura 
ging Marks to repair to you, for they muſt 
rſf be convinced that you are in the Riglit, be- 
fote they can look upon you be theit Guides 
and luſtructorsʒ fot᷑ Schiſimn is wrote” in Capi- 
tcals upon your: Forcheads, unleſs you make WM 
out ydut᷑ Eſſentials to be well grounded. And, 
when they are firſt ſatised that ydu ate in the 
Tight, they are in a fit Condition to akk 
Queſtions, and tod ſeck the Law from your | 
Moi i oi i = i of e lie 
But, dear Sir, though the Scriptures were 
wrote firſt in vnꝰ Language and therefore could 
not be in that Language a Rule of Faith to all 
the World ; nevertheleſs, Chriſtianity is not 
made up of Riddles The Tranflations unleſs, 
they are purpoſely perverted, are à ſufficient 
Key to the Unlearted, to ſhew them their 
Duty: If a Man deſigns a Voyge to the Weſt- 
Indies in a Veſſel of his own, if he underſtands 
nothing 
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1 himſelf, and proves neither ſu wiſe nor {0 okit- 


W farther than he knows; and, if he is perf 
- of Maſter: of the Atty 


and Imprudence, and all the iti Conſequen 

of his raſh Undertaking; ar; if he is uc 
Fool as to take up with pretended Guides ah 

has only their Aſſurance to rely- upon, ne is 


( 93) 


nothing of Navigation, he'sredfis2intively” tp 
ſomebody elle} with whom has made his 
Agreement, and who has the: Reputation of un- 
Aer 


ding the Matter. If hekridws little of 
the Art, he will venture, with his Advick n 


rfect 
be my denture upon His 
own Strength uu guide ch Strip v0 the deffged 
Port: But, if he is miſtaken in his Opinion of 


* 


ful as he fancies, he is accduntable for the rally 


likewiſe anſwerable for their ilſ Conduct. 
The Unlearned therefore muſt tty theit 
Strength, and conſider that they ttead Won 


treacherous Ground; and if they Jeap from - 


upon a worſe Bog than before, 7 700 
But, ſurely; it is a Trap both for the Learned 
and for the Unlearned, if Eſſentials depend up- 
on Teſtimony, and this Teſtimony is doubt- 
ful. Does God, think you, put the Iſſue of Man's 


into your Eceleſiaſtical Tertirories, they are 


eternal Happineſs upon Fopicks which may or 


may not be ſo? And has he no other Church 
but yours in the World? And has it no bther 


Foundation than that Dr. Pert, and bnè or 


two more, conceive they hate found out new 
Eſſentials from this Notioh ſo injurious to 
the Juſtice and Goodneſs of God? For if yon 
ſhould happen to have wrong Conceptions, (as 

you 


5 not be al Became of :;your Ml 
— — and of uur Souls Þ Your calling ut 
un Sincerity tan never be a fayite il 


59 — Day: when cheSecr of all Hearts Y 
will be diol mn Haw oil K * 9111 3 
Ja; * . ut to be directed ãn Caſes uf 

by. Dead, wha cannot be chilled 


upon to explain 


= — in Weir Writinga. Surely the. | 


— . A e p Fry | 
Ju Sn, ge Ou t * Dr. if 
Hammond had not even — in his owh Wil 
Eye; vou could not, indecil;_ fr upon upon a more 
proper Perſon to Judgment from in this 
Cafe „ — e tinlearned-Perſon never 
much Is ſtumbled upon this) Paſſage of De. W 
Hammond & not ſhould ever happen to ſee your 
Hirection, what ſhall he-thenido?! + 7 1114 nl 


— an Meaning, and of 5 
Whom: Advantage tis taken from ſeveral ſcatt - 


are woe per to be asked Queſtiomb.of | 
; <{pevialhy: when f 


Why, then, it ds an even Wager, that Dr. 
Hiekes will oH n his Wayz and he tells you Wl 
of the Conſtnt ol AticibueEinichied, of the 
13. 18. 14. Chapters of the. . very Canſtꝰd 


tutips 11 11 
0 Peace to the Mem ory of that Goat Manz 
be never, wrote u inconſiſtently, but 
when che: fell u . Eſtentials- 1 could | 


almoſt daſh fon Indignation, to ſee a: Man 4 
hig Learning Þbarp upon a few ridiculous Li- N 


turgies, and all — the univerſal Practice of 
the primitive Church; and to hear him ſo ſo- 


lewaly and gravely quote the Apoſtolick Con- 3 : 
©; = ſtitutions WW 
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3 5 1 - - of | 

- Wftitdtions, the ſpurious Obeidger 2 in 

AF hot+headed. Impbfton!: 11%) $37 ml 4 ost At) RT 

But I pray, Sir why may not the Unlears:: 
ned follow as well the Practice as the Opinion 
3 


of chis Great Man, eſpecially when I take its 
for granted you wilb nov diſputa is Integrivyc 
and his Piety. - Builo!-hereyou dtp him, b 
cCauſe he does not pleaſe you. He died in the 
=s Church of nd, and tovi& it living wit 
rervour, and that, Lam afraid not like £6: 
be vour Caſ .. 
lam very much ſurprized to find your ſd 
artfully and induſtriouſſy do the Worb of the- 
Papiſts, who themſelves: endeavpur to weaken 
the Authority of the Scriptures, and run then 
A 8 why Dr. Brett ſhould * an hel- 
W ping Hand, is perry unacccuntable, eſperiall 

E bncs his Vindication. The Scri 0009779008 
= ſay, are not to be underftood without Tradi- 
tions and the Jemiſb Talmud. 
= To ſend us to the Jeuiſb Talmmu, to e 
plain the New Teftament; is pretty odd) ab- 
odd as your ſending to à 7e to know whats 
vere the Eſſemials of Chriſtianity. Ib the 
ancienteſt Part of the Talmud hadi no Being 
before 150 Lears after Chriſt, i. e. in uffn 
= Martyr's Time, the Chriſtian Religion, and ou, 


65 . 


rr r . Bo ig.. 


; I boſe Rule of Faitt, 1 hope, were intel kgible 
before that Time: And if ſo, to wat Purpoſe! 


= docs the- Talmud ſerve? 1 ſuppoſe 2 Darktieſs" 
overtook the. Scripture, - which the Talmud 
. expell e. — * 


_ 


Surely 


3 _ Surely I need not ask, whether it is probable il 


that God ſhould make a Chriſtian Law, and Dam- 4 
nation its Penalty; and at the ſame time irdn- i 
der it neceſſary io be explain d by the execra-- 


ble Rabbit, of whom I can ſay nothing wo 
Ml bad 2 J muſt agree even with an * Adverſary in 1 


one Point, that their Ctedit, even as tu the 
| Fewiſh Affairs, is of no Value, if we conſider 
their notorious Art of Lying, their Impudence 
and Ignorance: ati the ſame time ; and more par- 

| ticularly, that thoſe profeſs'd Enemies to Chri- 
ö ſttianity, heap'd all the Blaſphemies upon our 
bleſſed Saviour, that Malice could invent, or 
a virulent Tongue utter. Theſe are very hope- 
ful Commentators upon Chriſtianity, and Ex- F 
plainers upon our Eflentials | 1 “ 

"Nay, to ſend us to the Devil to explain the 
Scriptures, is a very forward Advance. The 
Talmud expreſsly ſays, That none is received 
into the Sanbedrim, unleſs he is a Conjurer. 
From whenee I take for granted, the Perſons il 
who compoſed the Talmud were no better. A 
very formidable Alliance you have made, Do- 
cor, of which I with you much Joy, with the 
Devils, and the ewe, in order to {Rain your il 
Infant Title to the only Catholick Chutch-up- W 
rn om id odr oral bans 

- Your Diſtinction between no Regard and the 
loweſt Regard, is pretty finely: drawn; tho for 
my Part I cannot ſee the Difference; for the 
loweſt Degree of Regard in our Engliſb Langua 


4 


5 - F ov 
Mr. Gale): Jn{wer t Mr. Wall. 


15 


5 


e | | 
(.) | 
is equivalent to no Degrxte at all; for it is ſup- 
pos d to be reduc'd ſo low, a8 to beꝛof no Con- 
Gderation. We very well know, flares facere 
18 to pay no Regar to à Man; yet flaceus 18 


a Fleece of Wooll, and you may as Well con- 


clude that flacci farere is to have fomeRegard, 
becauſe a Fleece of Wooll comes under the 
Glaſs of ſomething, Moredver, if a Man 
(perhaps my ſelf) ſhould ſay; - that he values 
not your Way of arguing; more than a Louſe, 
you would think it no Compliment paid to your 
Writings. . Our learned Author. is moſt cer- 
tainly wrong'd, if you ſay he did not Biſhop 
Walton Juſtice, For this we may appeal to 
any Perſons indu'd with common Senſe; for 
the loweſt Regard we pay to Writings, is to 
contemn em. And if tlüs is any additional 
Authority to your Rabbins; according to my 
ancient Cuſtom, I with you much Joy. If the 
loweſt Degree of Regard. is fufficient for your 
Purpoſe, that loweft Degree of Regard muſt 
certainly be of the loweſt Conſequence to your 
Cauſe. And thus much for your low Argu- 
ments, which are but one Hair's Breadth from 
no Argument at all. ds 
You are pleas'd, after this, to quarrel with 
the learned Author, for. confounding the Feru- 


ſalem and the Babylonian Talmud together, as 


if he had very much injur d the one, by cou- 
pling it with the other. The Feruſalem Tal- 
mud, J find, is your Favourite, yet was this 
compil'd 230 Years after Chriſt. I have not 
at preſent Lightfoot by me; however, I ſhall 

| TY; candid- 


) 
candidly tranſcribe a Paſſage obſerv'd by ano- 
ther * Author, and Which I. have Reaſon td 
vouch 2trae, 1 Lio% CELLEOT „nn yy 

| SaysaLightfacty*Zol. 51 p. 7g. There are ſonic 
who" believe the Holy Bible wur pointed by" the 
wiſe: Men of Fiberias.”! Ido not wonder at the 
Impudence of theJews, who-inv#nted the Story 
but I wonder. at he Credulity of The Jews who 
applanded it. Recolle4., I beſe:ch you, the 

athes of the Rabbins of Tiberias, from the 
firſt Situztion of the Univerſity there, to the 
Time that it expir d, and what ut length do you 
find, but a kind of Men mad with Phariſaiſm, 
bewitching with Traditions, and bewitched , 
blind, guileful, doting © They muſt pardon mo, 
if I ſay, magical and 2 : Men, how 
a, bow unable, - how fooliſh for the Under- 
taking ! So, Divine, read over the Jeruſalem 
Talmud, and ſee there how R. Judah, R. Cha- 
. ninah, Gc. and the reſt of the grand Doctors 
among the Rabbins at Tiberias, hehave them- 
ſelves; how earneſtly they do nothing, how 
childiſbly they handle ſerious Matters; how 
much of Sophiſtry, Froth, Poiſon, Smoke, no- 
thing at all, there is in their Diſputes; and 
if you can believe the Bible was pointed in fucb 
a School, believe alſo all that the Talmudiſts 


Terote. —_ ONES 
By this time they are very capacitated Ex- 
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poſitors of Eſſentials in the Scriptures. Pray 
conſult the aforeſaid Author, and hear 


* Arftrr to Mr. Wall"; Hi,. of Infant Baptiſm. 
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this Tranſlation; fromwhence it is plajnly prov d 
= pretold, t hat thns crucified Perſon 


PP 2 
[ defire to know why the. Robbins Who ivd 
180, or 230, or 500 Years, after our Saviour, 
and of whoſe Integrity we have produc d fuch 
rare Inſtances, ſnould be better Explainers-of 
the Scriptures, than their Neighbours and Con- 
temporaries, of a more honeſt Profeſſion and 
better Characters? Moreover, I would know, 
whether the Rabbins are the moſt competent 
Judges of the Antiquity of their own Nation? 
Or whether our Moderns are more, or as com- 
petent Judges of Chaucer, as himſelf and his 


N 2 Contem- 


(100) 3 
Contemporaries were. Two Hundred and thir- 
ty Tears creates a vaſt Difference in Langua- 
ges and Cuſtoms; ſo that, at the beſt, ſuppo- 
fine theſe Men to be indu'd with Integrity and 
Learning, they were ſtill far from Infallibility 
in their Writings. But to aſſert them abſolute- 
ly neceſſary to interpret Scripture, would make 
a Freethinker, a Deiſt, or an Atheiſt laugh. 
Have we no Weapons except what the Devil 
lends us, to defend our Religion? I pray take 
which you pleafe, only let the Scripture be ours. 
Of what Uſe will theſe Rabbins prove to 
your Scheme? Why, it is no more than that 
the Paſchal Cup was mix d. This is the only 
Step; but you W a great many more, before 
you can arrive at your View; for after that, 
you muſt prove, that our bleſſed Saviour ſo 
exactly imitated that Paſchal Cup at his Sup- 
per, this is the ſecond Step. Thirdly, That 
he made that Imitation abſolutely neceſſary at 
all Times. Fourthly, That the Mixture was 
N ever look'd upon as a ſacred Action by the Ferws, 
Fifthly, That it was deſign'd as ſuch by our 
Saviour. 1 08 2 19; 
As to the Firſt, I do not wonder, in a 
Country where it was ſcandalous to drink Wine 
unmix'd, as it would be here to drink Brandy at 
our Sacrament, that the Paſchal was mix*d Wine, 
Suppoſe I do grant this for once, to put you in 
a good Humour; what Benefit will you reap 
| from hence? | 
| As to the Second, That our bleſſed Saviour 
ſo exactly imitated that Cuſtom, this is a mere 
| Gueſs 
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Gueſs ſupported by Strength of Imagination, 
and Gercke can ohio F — of a Divine 
Law: It has not the Teſtimony of one Father, 
nor of one Text of Scripture ; and though this 
Probability may ſmooth your Fancy, God has 
not put the Salvation of our Souls upon ſuch 
precarious Terms. AS her ann, 

3dly. That he made that Imitation neceſſary 
at all times, when the Ferwiſh Paſſover was to 
be no more, is highly improbable; for, by the 
ſame Reaſon, he would have inſtituted bitter 
Herbs to be eaten at the Sacrament; and, if 
one was a Type of the other, it does not follow 
that there ſhould be an Exactitude in every 
Particular abſolutely required. As that there 
was not, is plainly evident. Aer 

But I pray, why was there more Streſs 
laid upon the Paſchal Cup than the Paſchal 
Lamb? Why was Bread inſtituted in- 
ſtead of one, and Water made ſo eſſentially ne- 
ceſſary to be retained in the other? Can you, 
dear Sir, aſſign one Reaſon for this? Have you 
one Teſtimony from the Fathers, or one Lift 
from Tradition, to help you out of this Mire? 

Athly. That the Mixture was ever looked 
upon as a ſacred Act by the eus, is contra- 
dicted, if we conſider your own Citations, Page 
92. Men do not bleſs the Wine till Water ts 
= /orred into it, ſays R. Eliezer, but the Wiſe- 
= Men ſay, they do bleſs the Wine before it i: 
mixed, Here is a wide Difference with them, 
concerning 4 moſt material Circumſtance, vis, 
whether the Water was blefſed, or not; for if 


It 


AY 


(102 N 
it was got bleſſed, it could be no efſential Ingre- 
dient of the Paſchal Cup. Moreover, the Reaſon 
aſſigned by £/:exer why it ſhould not be bleſ- 
ſed before it was mixed, was, becauſe it was 
Not fit to be drank. This was no more than a 
prudential Reaſon, and when Circumſtances 
alter that prudential Reaſon, the Obligation 
ceaſes; for Example, however ſtrong the Wines 
may be in the Eaſt, the Country Wines in France, 
and ſeveral other Places, are more fit to be 
drank without Water than with it. 

However, you are pleaſed to ſay, that if it 
was mixed before it was drank, it matters not 
whether it was upon a prudential or a religi- 
ous Account, or not; wherereas I thought the 
whole Controverſy depended upon this Que- 
ſtion; for, how can a ſecular Action be an Eſ- 
ſential of religious Worſhip, when it has no De- 
pendance upon the ſame? Prudential Actions 
are no Laws, but the Effects of Freedom and 
of Reaſon; and what is prudential at one time, 
may not be ſo at another, the Obligation there- 
fore cannot be eternal. 

[ muſt really own, dear Sir, you have ſtruck 
me with Aſtoniſhment once more, to find ſuch 
an unhappy Slip from' a judicious Pen, like 
yours; if it was mixed then, it muſt be mixed 
now, i. e. If there had been a Fire at that time 
in the Room, and the Weather had been cold, 
the ſame prudential Reaſon eternally obliges 
us to have a Fire continually burning at the 
Altar, in the hotteſt Fervour of the Sun over 
our Heads. I am afraid this Move of yours 

| has 


| 
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has intirely checkinaced' you, L am ſure you 
have no ſaving Arguments ta interpoſe for, 
if our bleſſed Saviour; in Imitation of the Jemt, 
put Water into the Wine, with no other Des 
tien than to cool it, the Water could be no 
eflential Ingredient of the Euchariſt, nor was 
the Action facred. And hbw: can dn Action 
facred, i. e. not done upon any religious 
Account, be eſſential to the forming the Eu- 
chariftick Matter? for, that is as much as to 
ſay, an Action not per formed upbm a religious 
Account is, at the ſame time; performed upon a 
religious Account; for my part, if the Water 
was not mixed upon a religious Acceufit, Tthall 
never fear Damnation for the prudential one. 

5thly, That the Mixture was ever deſigned 


as a facred Act by our bleſſsd Saviour; 


whatever little Streſs Zou lay thereupon, I fall 
think it of the greateſt Importance to deny; be- 
cauſe, if St. Cyprian ſays, that our Saviour mixed 
the Cup, and that this Mixture was 4 Type of 
fomerhing that firft ſtruck upon that great Fa- 
ther's warm Imagination, it does not follow, 
that the Action, becauſe it was Allegorized, 
or had a new Uſe aſſign'd it by that Father, 
was facred , for, if St. Hilary thould tell you 
(as he ſome where does, as I remember) that our 
bleſſed Saviour's going up unto a Mountain 
to Preach, was a Type of our Thoughts afcend- 
ing up into Heaven; it does not follow, that- 
our Saviour's Aſcending the Mountain was a ſa- 
cred Action, or that we ate eſſentially obliged to 
go up Hill when we ſay our Prayers. I conclude, 

that 


| ( 104) 

that we have no Evidence, of any ſort, except the 
ll Evidence of Dr, Brett, and ſame Moderns, that 
1 our Saviour, if he did mix the Cup (which:Ori- | 
i genexpreſsly ayshedid not) that he performed it 

as a religious Action; and, I am ſure, no Man has 
l need to be afraid of Damnation upon any other 
3 than 2 religzos Account. £2 og} 2014.6, 8k 
| After what has been ſaid, you and I. ſhall 
BM widely differ concerning the Certainty that 
1 our Saviour mixed the Cup; aud then we ſhall 
have a direct Quarrel when you tell us, that we 
1 have our Lord's; Command for the Mixture, 

Page 93, in the Scriptures, interpreted by the 
Tradition of the Churcdn. 

If you. call the Tradition of the Rabbins the 

Ten of the Church, you may make your 
N new Alliance with the Enemies 
to Chriſtianity; for our Parts, we ſhall never 
court them to leave your Intereſts, but when 
you. talk of Scripture, and of ſuch Scripture as 
was never ſeen in the World, it's no Wonder 
if we are allarmed; for, if you have got new 
Scripture on your Side, it is our Buſineſs to 
le what Strength and Forces this Ally 
. will bring againſt us. N el 
{ That our Lord commanded ſuch a Mixture, 
[ Jam ſure, is not a Part of our Scripture ; if 
1 you have a dark Inference, it is ſo dark that 
1 we may grope for ever and not find it: Our 
1 Saviour gave the Cup to his Diſciples; you 
1 take for granted it was mixed, and immediate- 


ly conclude, that our Lord commanded the 
1 mixed Cup to be delivered after his Death. 
; | | This 


1 | 
This is a moſt remote Conſequence, as I have 
already ſhewn ;- for, if the Water was:acciden- 
tally or prudentially put in, our Lord's Com- 
mand had no Regard to the Cup, as a Mixture; 
dat as conſiſting of Wine; for you may as well 

ſay, that if Salt had been mix d with the Bread, 
that he commanded his Followers to give the 
Euchariſt Bread mix d with Salt. In fine, if 
dur Saviour had à particular Regard to the 
Wine, the Water accidentally mix d did no 
more deſtfroy the Nature of the Wine, than 
Salt deſtroy'd the Nature off the Bread. For 
this we have the Evidence of ſeveral Paſſages in 
the Scriptures, where Wine is mentioned harely 
as Wine, tho we have very probable Reaſons 
to ſuppoſe it mix d, according to the Caſtom, of 
thoſe Countries where they are much ſooner 
drunk than Europeans, and their Wines are 

much ſtronger. fan note If 4 ä 
You an 7" p. 95. That 4 Thing might be 
left indifferent as well as either commanded or 
forbidden; and that altho' the Scriptures have 
left it indifferent, Tradition may then make it, 
or ſhew it to be neceſſary, without any Oppo- 
ſition to Scripture. TTY 
If the Scripture has laid down any thing as 
indifferent, it is a moſt evident Oppoſition to 
Scripture, if Tradition makes it eſſential; be- 
cauſe there is a mutual Oppoſition between 
indifferent and not indifferent Things. But if 
the Scripture has not mention'd' them in any 
fort, Tradition is not a Law of it ſelf to decree 
W thera 
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them 8 11 becauſe it is only the Teſti- 
mony of Men; and therefore, at the ſame 
time, can be but an human Law; they muſt 
be made neceſſary by a divine Law, and Tra- 
dition is no more than the Conveyance of 
Mr ine 07 169 e e] 

I cannot but diſcommend your Inaccurate- 
neſs in treating upon Tradition ſo looſely, as 
tho it were a Divine Law; which is in Effect 
ſaying, Vox Populi is Vox Dei: For how can 
human Teſtimony or human Authority con- 
ſtitute a Divine Law, or make Things indif- 
ferent become abſolutely neceſſary to Sal- 
vation? e iti 

However, to humour you, I defire to know 
where Tradition has ever declar'd the Neceflity 
of the Mixture; open your Mouth, and out 
with it. Believe, you will find your ſelves the 
firſt Water Eſſentialiſts in the World. 

. Yourlearned Opponent, as you repreſent him, 
P. 96, inſiſts, That the Writers of the New Te- 
ſtament could not have been expected to paſs 
over this Uſage in Silence, had it been known to 
be a Part of our Saviour's Inſtitution. To this 
I have in ſome Meaſure delivered my Thoughts 
before; nor do I find any Anſwer you have 
made to this Objection, but that every Evan- 
geliſt does not alike give the fame, full, per- 
fect, and equal Account of the Inſtitution, how- 
ever they may give a full and exact Account 
altogether; at leaſt, if one miſſes a Circumſtance, 
as there were four, it is very improbable an 


Eſſential 
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Eſſential ſhould eſcape em all, eſpecially when 
it was ſo cloſely connected with the Breaking the 
Bread, and Bleſſing the Cup. It is very ſtran 
that important Affair ſhould: be dropt entirely 
by even one, much more by all. 


our Retreat to your old Argument of the 
Canon of the Scripture, I harr, becauſe it has 
been already anſwer'd, in the firſt Place, and 
is not to your Purpoſe in the ſecond; for tho 
every thing neceſſary to Salvation may be con- 
tain d in thoſe written Bounds which we call 
the Canon of the Scripture; and Tradition, if 
you pleaſe, ſhall be allow'd to preſcribe thoſe 
Bounds ; I fay, it cannot follow by right Infe- 
rence, that Tradition has tranſmitted one Eſ- 
ſential or Article of Faith, excluſive. of thoſe 

Boundaries. | 30 Bit 
As have before given the Challenge to pro- 
duce from one Inſtance the. Effentiality of the 
Water, I ſtill have a fair Opportunity of ſig- 
nalizing my felt, by overthrowing your pre- 
tended Teſtimony from Juſtin Martyr: For 
tho' I grant that Water may. have heen brought 
to the Altar, and mix'd with it to cool it; ne- 
vertheleſs, the Eſſentiality thereof does by no 
means follow; for there is a wide Difference 
between putting Water in order to cool, and 
making that Water an eflential Ingredient of 
the Cup; for if I put Salt to my Porridge, in 
order to ſcaſon it, that Salt is not an eſſential 
Ingredient of the Porridge. It isa Jeſt to fay, 
Additions make eſlential Ingredients, unleſs 
O 2 due 
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r te. — ( 108 ) a 
they are ſo powerful as to give a new Appel 
lation to the Subject. As you have one Apo- 
thecary in your Church, if you ask his Opini- 
on, he will tell yoù better; or a Chymiſt would 
extract from his Alembiek much clearer Noti- 
ons than ever diſtilled from ſome of your Heads. 


We know Quick ſilver is fixed with the Fumes 
of Lead, and, though it loſes its volatile Na- 
ture, it is called Quick-filver {till ; nor is this 
Lead, with which it is mixed, called an eſſen- 
tial Ingredient of the Quick: ſilver, nor can the 
Water be faid to be an eſſential Ingredient of 
Let us hear what 7 Martyr favs to clear 
this Controverſy: You ſay Fuſtin Martyr te- 
ſtifes the Mixture to have been 4 the 
Practice of his own time, but the Practice of 
the Apoſtolick Age. This is, indeed, a pre 

free and bold Aſſertion, and too bold to paſs 


uncenſured. 


For all that he ſays amounts to no more 
than this; for the Apoſtles, in the Traditions, 
handed to us by them, which are called the Goſ- 


pels, bave delivered, that Feſus thus commanded 


them, taking Bread, giving Thanks, he ſaid, Do 
this in Remembrance of me; this is my Body: 
Likewiſe taking the Cup, giving Thanks, he 
ſaid, This is my Blood. V hich the wicked Dæ- 
mons have alſo tight, by Way of Imit ation, in 
he Myſteries of Mythra; for, that Bread and 
a Cup of Mater is put into the Sacrifice of him 


That is initiated, you either know or may know. 


In 


(40%) 

In the firſt Place, if the Goſpels had mentioned 
the Mixture, this Inference might have been 
made from 45 Martyr, when there, indeed 
would have no Occaſion for the fame; 
but as the Caſe ſtands, I fee no Shadow of the 
Mixture, unleſs you inſiſt upon his Obſervati- 
on on the Myſteries of Mithra, that they put 
a Cupof Water into the Sacrifice of him that 
was to be initiated: This would make a tolera« 
ble Argument for the Aguarii, but a wretched 
one for a Mixture, unleſs a Cup of Water 
is a Mixture of Water and Wine, which it 
may be in one Caſe, i. e. if you put in only juſt 
Wine enough to colour the Water, in this Man- 
ner it will be Water ſtill, and retain its anci- 
ent Name; but, however, this will do you no 
Service. 41 - S005 eg. 19144 
Fuſtin Martyr, when he mentions this Imita- 
tion, does not confine it to Exactneſs; the 
Bread and the Cup of Water, was in Imitation 
of our Bread and Cup of Liquor in our Sacrifice 
but why Water alone muſt be in Imitation of 
Wine and Water, rather than of Wine, is re- 
ſerved to you to reſolve; and till you clear it 
the Memory of Fuſtin Martyr pleads loudly 
for Satisfadion. ror ont 
The very ſame Anſwer will ſerve your next 
Inſtance; for, whereas Iſaiab ſays XXxiii. 26. 
Bread ſball he given bim, bis Waters ſball b 
ſure; the Father refines upon this, as allu+ 
ding to the Euchariſt : Now, unleſs the Cup 
had been only Water, this is produced for juſt 
nothing 
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vou will never think your ſelf come to your 
Axtremity, till you are declared a downright 
Aquarian. For if this Inſtance of the Cup 
offered to Mt hra mean any thing more than 
a Cup of Liquor in general, without reſtrain- 
ing it to any particular ſort of Liquor, it 
muſt be Water alone, becauſe nothing elſe was 


ke © ln bs 
j wr! I would. fain know, moreover, why a 


— 


Cup of pure Water, muſt neceſſarily denote a 
Mixture of Wine and Water. It may certain- 
Iy as naturally denote a Cup of pure Wine, 
by its being unmixed, as of Wine and Water, 
by its being Water; ſo that this no more proves 
the Neceſſity of a mix d Cup in the bleſſed 
Euchariſt, than the poetical Fable of Deuca- 
lion and Pyrrba does the re- peopling the World 
after Noab's Flood, in a different Manner than 
that of ordinary Generation: And it is no 


more to the Purpoſe than it was in the late 


Anſwerer to Mr. Leſlie, to cite the 9th Chap- 
ter of the Proverbs for the Proof of the dar- 
ling Mixture, and Dr. Hammond on the Place, 
who has not there one tittle about the Mix- 
ture, much leſs about the Neceſſity of it, the 
only thing that was to have been proved. 
As you both likewiſe appeal to Mr. Spinckes 
for the PrdoF..of. this Mixture; and becauſe 


he owns the Uſe of it in ſome Places in the 


ſecond Century, would have this paſs for an 
Acknowledgment of its being certainly uſed by 
often is all 


a 
all in the N Age, and not only ſo, but 
farther, of the Necèſſity of it both then, arid 
ever ſince. And, pray good Doctor, tell me hat 
you may not prove at this Ra? 
F fter what has been ſaid, when the Reader 
finds his Expectation baffled, and the Waters 
he expected to quench his Thirſt: with, hither- 
to, dried up, he will pant after freſn Springs 
from the Fathers; but, alas! this Controverſy 
is as dry and thirſty: in that Reſpect as the 
Defarts of Arabia; if he can quench his Thirſt 
with Mouthfuls of Sand, the Doctor and his 
Friends can ſupply him with Quantity to 
choak him. 1% 548 0% oh dl 
Let he. vapours in the. ſucceeding Para 
graph, with 2 Theſſal. ii. 15. Therefore Breths 
ren, ſtund af and hold the Traditions you baue 
been taught, whether by word, or by our epiſtles. 
The things we plead for, ſays he; appear to 
have been taught one of thoſe Ways, atleaſt. 
He conceives he had proved all the Points to 
anſwer the Pretenceof univerſal Conſent; whete- 
as he has not one Teſtimony for the Eſſentia- 
lity of the Water more early than this preſent 
Century, and not one for the reſt more early 
than the third at leaſt : To which I add, that 
= of his Points are Centuries later than the 
Tits 5 101 
| As to your Prayers for the Dead, in my, 
Opinion you have Work enough upon your 
Hands to prove them lawful, and you may 
very tairly let Neceſlity ſhift; but as you _ | 
ave | 
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Ve ( 122 ) 
have both or none, I ſhall as briefly, as poſ- 
fible, diſcuſs each in their Order. 
We have no Revelation concerning the State 
of the Dead; God ſeems pur poſely to have drawn 
a Curtain between, us and the Grave; nor do 
F know of any Communication, except by old 
Women at the Fire-fide, when they fright the 
Children, We have an Aſſurance in the Scrip- 
tures of eternal Happineſs or Miſery, but in 
what State we are before the Day of general 
Diſtribution comes, is not declared. Repen- 
tance is a —_— inthe Scripture; but 
no Repentante is inſiſted upon, except of the 
Living, nor are we ſo much acquainted with 
6ur State to know whether we: can there fin 
re AUT £ 0 J 
I need not ſay how 1mpious it is to intrude 
into the Secrets of God; it's evident this is a 
Secret of the Almighty, becaufe he covered 
it from us. EN 550, | | 
Prayer is twofold, Petitionary or Euchariſti- 
eal: How can we pray for the Dead, unleſs 
we are ſure they want our Prayers? If they 
ſhould happen to be placed in a State of Trans 
quillity, our Labour is loſt. 
Prayers for the Dead are not ſuppor- 
ted either by the Scripture or by the earli- 
eſt Tradition of the Church; there is no 
conſentient Teſtimony of the Church as to 
what Condition the Souls are in, till the 
Day of Judgment; ſo that you pray for 
vou cannot tell what; for their Refreſh- 
ment, 


(wg) 


ment, when, perhaps, they are in no Pain; for 


their Repentance, when their Pardon is ſealed; 
for their Increaſe in Happineſs, when, for ought 


we know, God has ſet them Bounds they fhall 


3 


not paſs. - | er TENT 21200 
The Bible takes in a large Scope of Hiſtory, 
and of Laws; and yetno Prayets for the Dead 


are mentioned there; no Sacrifices for the de- 


parted, nor Propitiation for their Sins, inſti- 


tuted either _— the Fews, or by our 


bleſſed Saviour. Their Kings, their Prophets, 


and their Great Men, had no Services appoint- 


ed when they were gone. Fob, who mentions 
moſt a future State, hints upon a Reſur- 
rection, without one ſlight View to the Situati- 
on of his Soul between, as though it wanted 
Prayers or Refreſhment: Where he ſays any 
thing of that State, he ſuppoſes it a Place of 
Reſt; for he ſays, c. iii. 13; 14. For now ſbould 
baue been quiet. TI ſhould have ſlept then, bad 


I been at veſt, with kings and counſellouts of the 


earth. And v. 17. There the wicked ceaſe from 
troubling, and there the weary be at reſt, In his 
roth Chapter, he ſpeaks of his next State 
after his Diſſolution, as a State of which he 
could give no Account, as v. 21, 22. Before 
I go hence I ſhall not return, even to the Land 
of darkneſs, and the JR of death. A land 
of darkneſs, as dark at darkneſs it ſelf; and 
of the ſhadow of death, without any order 


and where the light is &s darkneſs, _ 


P For 


ol For my Part when I find that God has even 
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induſtrioufly concealed from our Eyes the Con- 
dition of the Dead, it can be no duty to pray for 
them; it is Intruſion into Gdd's Secrets, a Bold. 
neſs that rather calls for Correction. | * 
1 am very much aſtoniſhed that you ſhould 
even aſſert its Lawfulneſs, becauſe we have 


no Inſtructions to pray for Wants in the Grave; 


we have no Revelation that the Juſt need 
our Prayers, or that the condemned can be 
the Subjects of them; For thoſe who are cut 
off in their Sins, are cut off from the Prayers of 
the Faithful: Then their final Excommunica- 
tion comes, they are ſeparated eternally from 
the Church of Chriſt, and are conſigned over 
as dub jects to the Prince of Darkneſs ; in ſuch 
a Caſe our Prayers are impious, becauſe they 
deſire God to reverſe an irreverſible Decree. 
If Prayers for the Dead are lawful, they 
muſt be attended with theſe Circumſtances. 

1. We muſt be ſure that God's Eternal Sen- 
tence is not paſſed upon them. 

2. We muſt be ſure that they are in a 
State that conſiſts with Prayers for them. 

3. Our Prayers muſt be attended with a 
| _ Confidence, that we ask nothing abſurd: 
But alas! here is an inextricable Labyrinth 
to wander through. We are not ſure of even 


the beſt of Men; for we can judge alone of 


outward Circumſtances, which very often fail 
us. I need not ſay what ſort of Prayers theſe 
muſt be of which we can have no Confidence; 


and, 


7 5 * * 1 
* 


KG. 
and, if they ſhould happentobewrong, prove; if 
not impious, yet at beſt uſeleſs and impertinerits 
2. By what Intelligence do we find out 
that they want our Prayers? Do they even 
ſend to usto defire that Favour? Do we hear 
theirCries, or dotheir Formentspierce our Ears? 
What do we even conjecture they want? 
Victuals, Drink, Cloaths or Content: A very 
hopeful Confideration, that the Grave ſhall not 
put an End tothe Miſeries of the pious Mag, How 
fooliſh was Fob to wiſh the Exchatige of one 
miſerable World for another |! 
3. We muſt take Care that our Prayers be 
not abſurd; their Souls may, for ought we 
know, be ſolacing in the Shades of Paradiſe, 
while we whine and pine for them here, and 
ſhed our Tears for nougſglt. 
I conclude, you might have ſent an Envoy 
to the other World with lefs Expence and 
Charge than into Scotland: If he had brought 
his Re-credentials, and aſfured us, that fince 
this Reſolution was paſſed upon Earth, of pray- 
ing for the Dead, ſeveral Preferments had been 
fitted up, and that our Parents bleſſed the Piety 
of their Children, I ſhould heartily come into 
your Scheme and congratulate with you upon 
your Diſcovery. | 
So much for the Lawfulnefs; but when we 
come to the Eſſentiality, Good God! how is the 
Point ſtrained in our own Service in the 
Church of England? We pray for the perfect 
Confummation in Blifs of the Juſt ; in this we 
are authorized, becauſe we are aſſured of theRe- 
2 ſurrection 


* * 9 * 
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nns) 
furrection of the Juſt and the Unjuſt; and why 
any farther Prayers ſhould be eſſential, for my 
Part, I cannot find, Neither Scripture nor Anti- 
quity have revealed this middle State; Prayers 
fort Dead are but barely mentionedinAntiqui- 
Ty; we have no Proof that Tertullian's Oblations 
for the Dead p were more than Euchariſt ical; 
and why theſe uncertain Prayers ſnould beeſſen- 
tial, only the learned Reaſoner can tell: He is, 
indeed, for drawing away the Curtain of the 
Grave; he ſeems to have an Ambition to con- 
verſe with ſome of his Anceſtors, though to no 
Purpoſe; inaſinuch as their Wants are purpoſely 
concealed from him, and his Prayers in all pro- 
bability unknown to them. | 
O dive not into the horrid Myſteries of 
the Grave! Fob has told us, it is a Land of 
Darkneſs, as Darkneſs it ſelf, and how can we, 
witli mortal Eyes, penetrate the ſame 2 No 
Communication can be more abſolutely cut off 
than ours with the Dead ; our Bodies are de- 
cently laid aſide to moulder in the Duſt; we 
ſee not the Spirit when it flies away; we can- 
not trace its Steps to the Regions where it 
goes, nor does it leave any Track in the yield- 
ng . | 
am therefore aſtoniſhed at your Eſſentials 
founded upon Conjecture and a warm Imagina- 
tion; you have no Evidence, except from Po- 
piſn and corrupted Liturgies, that the Dead 
were ever prayed for in your Manner; and 
how thoſe Alterations came in, I have already 


ſhewn, ' 
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In ſhort; you may cut Eſſentia ls out of Tur- 
nips at this rate, every thing that ſtrikes vigo- 
rouſſy upon your Fancy is an Eſſential, and 
we muſt ſwallow it under Pain of Damnation. 
I pray, you good Sir, do not perſwade us out 
of our Senſes, Damnation is not in your Hand; 
you are too raſh to be truſted with ſo dange- 
rous a Power. I will venture, for once to con- 
tradi& you, and, if I ſhall be damn'd for con- 
tradicting Nonſenſe, Heaven is a Paradiſe only 
for Fools, 1 
Tobſerve one thing, that you had rather ſtrike 
upon any Fundamental of Chriſtianity, than 
forego your beloved Whims: You have a bold 
free Way of Writing, which would do better 
if you took therewith alittle Wit; for, why 
ſhould you, for the ſake of Prayers for the 
Dead, give the Anabaptiſts an Handle; you 
know they appeal alone to Seripture, and if 
by Scripture they can be convicted, I know 
no Reaſon you have to indulge them ſo far, 
as to put the whole Strength of our Argument 
upon a wrong Bottom. Baptizing all Nations 
does not actually prove Infant Baptiſm; for 
then the Infants of Heathens would be intitled 
to Baptiſm as well as the reſt. This is there- 
fore no more than a Precept in general for 
Baptiſm; but the 1 Cor. vii. 14. Is a Text upon 
which ] can put the whole Iſſue of the Con- 
troverſy concerning Infant Baptiſm. 
Your Text therefore from the Epheſians, is 
a miſerable Subterfuge; making Supplications 
for all Saints muſt include the Dead, I pray, 
was 


n 


9 was not Enoch a Saint? What Suppſication 
would you make for him, who is now with GY, 
and was never detained in the Priſon of the 
Grave? Moreover, you ſhould have taken the 
following Words to explain the preceding Swp- 
plication for all Sainte, and for me, that Utte= | 
rance may be given, &c. ſufficiently ſhew St. | 
Paul meant the Living, excluſive of the Dead; 
however, this is not the firſt time you have 
given the Scripture foul Play. my 

The learned Author defies you to produce 

one Commentator on your Side; here you de- 
fire to be excuſed : The Proteſtants never fa- 
voured praying for the Dead at all, and the 
Papiſts prayed for them after another Manner; 
what then? The Papiſts would have been glad 
to have found a Text even ſo much to their 
Purpoſe, as to juſtify praying for the Dead in 
any Manner; and yet not one Controverſialiſt 
on their Side ever thought it worth their while 
to take it up; they never wanted Affiduity nor 
Inclination to improve all Texts of Scripture 
m their own Favour; and, I believe, they would 
have been before you. 

"A536: or ay! was peculiarly at that time 
appropiated to Believers; it is therefore nothing 
to your Purpoſe, whether the Departed before 
our Saviour's Coming, were called & or not; 
the Queſtion is, How St. Paul meant it here? 
It's plain by the Text laſt cited, that 10! were 
the Believers ;. and, if you will ftrain the Word 
All to extend it even to the dead — 
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l fall beſtow 2 few Words to ſhew your Jad 
; e | | 


ciouſneſs and Propriety in this Caſe. | 
Where. ever the Scripture ſpeaks of all Men, 
it muſt neceſſarily mean the Dead as well as 
dhe Living: This is ſuch ſublime Criticiſm as 
perhaps never appeared in the World ſo pu 
lickly before, nor ſupported either by the Claf- 
ſicks or by Chriſtian Divines ; neither has the 
Word All ſuch an abſolute Sweep, as to carry 
every thing with it, but 'tis confined to that 
Reference it has to the thing about which we 
ſpeak; and, as we live in a World by ourſelves, 
All has no Liberty to travel into another with- 
out expreſs Liggnce : We have no Trade or 
Commerce with the Dead, and therefore our 
Language muſt not mix with theirs. All was 
therefore never before permitted to take in the 
Dead, till Dr, Hrett and his Principal opened this 
new World to us; I with them much Joy of 
their Diſcovery, and think they ought to cn 
it for their Pains. | 
Surely it ſnews Barrenneſs of Argument when 
you take up with ſuch poor Stuff as this. St. Paul, 
in his Epiſtle, frequently calls the Chriſtians «+ 
or, Holy or Separated, which we tranſlate Saints. 
In this cited Chapter, in his Epiſtle to the E. 
pbeſiant, he inſiſted upon all the Duties we owe 
to the World, and concludes, that we ſhould - 
offer up our Prayers for all Chriſtians, or 45404, | 
particularly for himſelf, that God would give 
him Utterance to preach the Goſpel with Suc- 
ceſs. This the Doctor will have to be Prayers 


for 
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for the Dead, becauſe, ſays he, All muſt in- 
clude the Dead as well as the Living; I need 
not ſay how trifling this is, too low even for 
à Papiſt to take up. E 
- However, you are reſolved to ſtick cloſe to 
your Topick to the laſt Extremity, or you 
would never deny the plaineſt Facts recorded 
in Scripture; the Bodies of the Saints which 
aroſe at our Saviour's Crufixion, with your 
Wand, after they have made their Appearance 
a little while in the Dark to fright Folks, 
you have conjur d down again into their 
Graves; they only were ſtarted up to make 
a Show at our Saviour's Paſſion, as you and 
your Companion will have it; but there was 
no vital Union between their Souls and their | 
Bodies; the Bodies were, indeed, in Appearance 
awake, though, in Reality, they were ſtone 


—_ ——CCC u_— DC. 


dead, and tumbled down againinto their Graves 
without knowing what they had done. 71 
This Dance of dead Bodies is very prettily | 
calculated for the Stage, tho very inconſi- 
ſtent at the ſame time with the Account given | 
in the Scripture. You both were pleaſed poſi- | 
tively to deny the vital Union of the Soul and 
1 Body; yet the Scripture expreſsly ſays, That the 
| Bodies which had been aſleep aroſe, In what man- 
| ner Bodies could arife from the Sleep of Death, 
q without a Re-union of their Souls, is to me 
( ſtrange, unleſs we put the Story upon a Level 
with the Witch of Endor. 
But the Impiety does not ſtop here; there is 
. 2 Flight beyond all to come. None, ſay ye, 
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of Adan'sDelcendarits aft denrpett A Nefufre- 
Aion, till our Saviour coming to Nee, 
It would be ptoper to k fit if our Savicur 
was not 4 Defcendant of A, $0 ers is 

plain Hereſydiſcover d already. In the fc, 


Place, I ast What became of the Relations; uf 


the Prophets in che Old, and our Saviour and hie 
Apoſtles in the New Teſtament, raiſed from 
the Dend? What became of Lan Were 
his Friends deluded, and did his Siſters im- 
ſtead of a Brother, embrace” only a Ghoſt? 
This is indeed making the Senptute 4 pret- 
ty Farce? Do you imagine our bleſſed Saviour 


and his Apolics only came into rhe World to 


play Tricks, and to put Ghoſts into People's 
nds, inſtead of their Friends and Relatiom ? 
I have laid it down formerly, and do now 
init upon it, that to contradiftany plain Mat- 
ter of Fact recorded in Scripture, 's Herefy; 
for it is as much as to ſay, the Holy Ghoit hes; 
which overturns from the Foundations, all the 
Authority of the Sacred Writ: How you will 
eſcape the direct Charge of Hereſy upon you, I 
long to hear in my ner. 
oor little Church | thy Exiſtence will ſcarce 
rival for Time with a Jack Lantern, to dance 
about the Meadows for a while with a on 
dazzling Light, and then to fall into a Puddle 
of Hereſy, and there be extinguiſſi d. I lament 
thy ſudden and po Fate! You are like 
Candles, thoſe who have light you up, "have 
put you out again. 


<Q | K Thal) 


I hall leave this Topick till Lhear wlliat you 
can ſay in your own Defence; it's too materia] 
a Point to be eaſily forgiven, and you muſt ex- 
pet to hear more of 1t before you dye. 
Again, Page 113, 115. you attack the Canon 
of Seripture; ou ſay it has not the beſt Eyi- 
dence of which a Thing is capable, becauſe it 
has only human Evidence. Perhaps you are 
not a competent Judge what Evidence they had 
in thoſe Times for the Books of Scripture. The 
Originals were carefully preſerv d, and St. Igna- 
tius had ſeen them. In whoſe Hands they 
were preſery'd; is another Queſtion. - They 
might be carefully kept by St. John, for ought 
you know ; and after the Apoſtles Deaths, wie 
Divine Evidence you would have for them be- 
yond, I cannot tell, unleſs you would have 
them preſervd by Angels; and for the fame |} 
Reaſon, _ ought to have been ſo kept to 
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| this Day. For my Part, I ever acquieſce in 
1 any moral Evidence of Revelation, I ſhall not 
4 require God to ſpeak in Perſon. 17,701 
a As to your Mountebank Pretences to uni- 
. verſal Tradition, you may as well pretend to 
4 univerſal Knowledge. You call it univerſal, 
9 becauſe it is all vou have; tho'I appeal to you, 
1 whether one plain Aſſertion from St. Irenæus or 
i Ignatius, that Water is eſſential to the Euchari- 
I ſtick Cup, would not be worth all you have yet 
if produc'd>WhatJoy would there be amongſt you, 
1 if an ancient Manuſcript ſhould ariſe as well 
. atteſted only as your Liturgies with ſuch a Ci-„ 
| tation, you would certainly value it more dear 
1 E 1 Ds 17 | 
5 | | 


* - 


W 
ly than Gold; and yet there are no Degrees in 
Univerlhliy; : in e ; Oz . en 1 

Tou ſay you have the ſame Evidence for 

our Points as we have for the Canon of the 

Slippers e e tte clan $1 

I ſhall juſt bring the Canon of Scripture to 

Mr. Leſlie's Marks, and then examine your 

early Teſtibon isse 2 2 os 
Books of Record to which Recourſe may 

publickly be had, kept by Perſons againſt 

whom we have no Exception, have Serge = 

the compleat Evidence of the four Marks. We 

| have nothing to ſuppoſe, but that the Apoſtles 

deliver'd thoſe Books into faithful Hands; whe- 

ther they were all preſcrv'd in one Place, or 
not, which they might be, for any thing you 
know to the contrary, undoubtedl 2 

Vent abroad thro the World, of theſe Originals. 
| Mens Eyes and Ears were Judges of the Con- 
ſent with one another, and ſuch an unani- 
| mous Scripture has been tranſmitted to our 
Hands, diſtinguiſh'd by fuch Means from the 
| falſe ones put forth by the Hereticks of thoſe 

Times, 1546 IT 208. 118 | 
For Inſtance, while our Acts of Parliament 
printed and our Rolls agree, there can be no 
Diſpute of their being genuine. Even Teeble 
and thoſe before him had bound up and publi- 
ſhed what we may without Impropriety term 
the Canon of the Statute Law. 

In ſhort, Laws can never be forg'd while 
they are publick, and in Force; the Eyes and: 
S Ears of ſo many concern'd are the beſt and 
| Q 2 ſureſt 


r = 


8 


ſureſl Guardians and Euidenee at the ſame time, 
Therefore, to ſay we have no earlier Eyidench 
than Juſtin. Martyr for the Qinan of the New 
Teſtament, is falſe; becauſe every Fact atten» 
ded with the four Marks neceſſarily. traess it 


to the Beginning: For you may a8 well Gy, 
we have no 3 of = Canon of the Sta- 
tute Law, becauſe we hear of no Evidenee of 
fach a Canon before Rafal, Poulton, or Tee- 
ble; whereas all ihe Books ef the Scriptures 
were as fully known, before they were made 
one Collection, as fince, Tertullian, às an Au- 
_ recounts them, and ſo might any” one 
What Evidence Juſtin Martyr is for your 
Mixture, I have already ſhewn, and to forget 
the Oblation in that Account, was unpardo» , 
nable, __ . Edt e $98 
- How can Tertulli an be a Witneſs for Prayers 
to the Dead? The Oblations for, and Comme- 
morations of the Dead, might be no more than 
Prayers of Thankſgiving, and a grateful Re- 
membrance of the moſt eminent Martyrs and 
Confeſſors in the Martial Lift of iſtian 
Jo bring therefore your Points to the Teſt 
of Mr. Leſlie's Marks, I ſhall ſhew wherein 


N they fail, and the Foſſibility of their being 
i EXTONEQUS, wife, int gy 

4 As to the Mixture, there is no Evidence, 
L that the Inſtitution commenc d immediately from 
. the Celebration of the Euchariſt; for neither 
N the Evidence for the Fact appears on that Nas 
. 2 . _ 0 


(us) 

of the Queſtion, nor does the Nature gf the 
Thing neceſſarily ſuppoſe it. EL 4 

If Fell Martyr may be allowed an Exide 
on your Side, he did nat commence nn 
abave an Hundred Years after the Inility- 
tion. His living ſo. near, as yau infilt ua 
the latter End. of St. Fohn's Days, is nals 
becauſe there was Diſuniformity in e, 
even in the Apoſtolick Age, as partigularly 
about the Celebration of Haſtar. 

Neither does the Nature of the ne- 
eeſſarily ſuppoſe it, becauſe every Man's Eyes 
and Ears axe not in every Corner at the ſame 
time, and they are Judges therefore of no more 
than what is one 2 the Sphere of their 
Senſes. In Caſes of that Nature, one Man 
augen introduce Water into one Cangregation, 
an = 


another Chriſm, . 23 
Thus all the Errors of Popery hays ſtole 
upon us: But if we examine the Jeuiſſ Faſſa- 
ver, that's the moſt certain and laſtung Ex- 
dence of the Truth of the Bible, that gan he, 
becauſe all the People were Witneſſes thereof : 
There could be no Paint of Time aflign'd be- 
tween the Evidence and the Inſtitution, - 

Vour other Points are not even. ſo early, 
and therefore the ſame Anſwer will ſerve them; 


an hundred and fifty Years is a large Space 
of Time: No Religion ever kept an equal and 
uniform Face together ſo long ſince the World 
began, The ſame Number of Years gathered 
Corruption enough in Popery to be laynghed 
and diſcharged, If we conſider only the gh 
an 


mung 

_ — Me Cy oP *., void toy hc 

and ninth Centuries,” Invocation of Saints be- 

gan in very early Times, even as E 
| T d, 


: x 


you can produce for Prayers for | the | 
Tou win allow me to have ſhaked off Tertullian, 
for which I ſhall uſe no Intreaties nor Prayers. 
port, Error can never creep in with the 
fanMarks, becauſe it ever ſteals into a Church 
un ares: But in that Caſe it is immediately 
deſcrigd. It would have been very abſurd if 
an-Iſraelite had ſtarted up, who was alive at 
the Inſtitution of the Paſſover, and the paſſing 
the Red Sea, and ſhould have told the People 


91 


Moſes was a Knave, and impos d upon them; 
that they paſs d thro no Sea, 100 were only 
in a Dream. Now indeed a FHethinker may 
laugh at the Story at ſuch a Diſtance; but then 
he would have found a cool Reception, tho 
. Moſes was far from being a popular Man. 
pon the whole, — Tradition may be 
falſe, and the very Poſſibility thereef deſtroys 
the Certainty and Evidence abſolutely neceſſa- 
ry to a Rule of Faith. 
Moreover, I would have you obſerve, I have 
been now diſputing barely upon the Matters 
of Fact; if we come to their Eſſentiality, we 
have a new Field to draw up our Forces in. 
For this you muſt have Evidence, either from 
the Nature of the Things, or from ſome pub- | 
lick Revelation, that they are eſſential, tho 
practiſed, I obſerve you have not the leaſt 
external Evidence on your Side, nor one Fa- 
ther or Council that ever ſo ſaid. 


From 


( 127 ) | 

From the: Nature of t e Things ag ſuck 
Cnaluflo can be drawn- . 
As to: the Firſt, viz up on the Miu 1 
have already been copious, an thall-bg * add 
one or two Obſervations mor. > 
| You ſay, the Euchariſtick Matter is ellontial 
to the Sacrament; you: have not yet def d 
what you mean by the Euchariſtick Matter; for 
you do not mean Matter in the ſame Manner 
diſpoſed as the Euchariſtick Elements were by 
our bleſſed Saviour, becauſe he gave the Bread 
unleavened, which you think = not oblige 
us. I would therefore ask, if Bread affected 
moderately with a Mixture of any other Sub- 
ſtance, continues Bread ſtill, and a propeg Sub- 
ject for the Euchariſtick Sacrifice 2 Why ing 


not Wine continue the ſame, notwithſtandin 
its Mixture with alittle Water to cool it 
What Evidence have you, that Water is ; more 
eſſential Part of the Euchariſtick Sacrifice, 
than our Ferments, which in theſe Days we 
put into our Bread? Here the Foundation of 
Eſſentiality is ſapp'd, and your chimerical 
Scheme, like Houſes built by Children with 
Cards, comes inoffenſively about your Ears. Top 
have at the beſt but very flight Proof that til 
Mixture was practiſed; and that it was an > 
tia] Ingredient, not the leaſt Shadow of Prost. x 


2dly. As to your Prayer for the Dead, 

ſhall obſerve, that Mr. C. ſuppoſes we 4 

live in one World, and 4 in Chai 

we ought to pray for them, and they ne A, 

more ſtrongly are obliged to pray for us; for 

b we 
Py 


* OT... 
we cannot tell their Wants, though they may 
give à near Gueſs at-ours, if their Memories 
De due good. Invocation of Saints is by 
e juſt at the Door, and, if it has not 
made its Entrance, its owing te the Negii- 
genes of your two Reverencethips in not in- 
tradueing it; for, if there is fuck x charitable 
Intercourſe betwixt us, I catinot fee wiry' we 
may not defire their Prayers as well as they 
ours; and we may preſume, their Intereſt is 
more advanced after their State of Purification 
than ours can be. 1 2 olg 


That not praying for the Dead, aceording to 
Mr. C. is a Schi cannot be eaſily . 
unleſs Want and Sin are eſſential to a Church; 
for, we muſt pray either for the Forgiveneſs of 

their Sins, or for the Supply of ſomething the 

wants We are ſaid to be in Communion with al 
the Saints in the Univerſe, as we are in the ſame 
Church, but we are not in Communion with all 
the Dead, for Death ſeparates the wicked Man; 
both from the Preſence of God, and of the 
World; we may therefore poſſibly, or not im- 
probably, pray for theſe with whom we are 
no longer in Communion, and therefore Prayers, 
r the dead have no Relation to Schiſm, or to 

Satholick Communion. | 
No Prayers in general can be adapted to the 
Condition of the Dead, becauſe no Prayers can 
e fo contrived, which hit all their Caſes; ſome 
==. undoubtedly, damn'd ; our Prayers for 
hem cannot be conſiſtent with the Condition 
of thoſe who expect, if they have not the Frui- 
tion 


* 


r 


(9 


tion of Gad: Particularby- Prayers tannot be 
formed unleſs we knew their particular Cir- 


5 


cumſtances. fk 


1 _ 11 1 2 4 20 b 
Charity is the Bond of Chriſtian Commu- 


nion; if I wiſh the Dead an happy Time, ſo far 


as-is conſiſtent with the Juſtiee of God; IThave 
nothing more to do, but to ſay, that unleſs L 


pray for them, I am not in Communion with 


them, is to ſaythat I am not in Communion with 
2 Catholick in India, if L do not know his Name, 
or particular Circumſtances in the World; 
whereas Communion is being in Subjecti- 
on to Chriſt, and you may as well fay, 
that I am not in a State of Subjection to my 
lawful Prince upon Earth, unleſs I interceed 
with him to pardon every Criminal who comes 
into a fair way of being hanged. 7 2895 

Surely nothing can be more lamentable than 
to ſee Great Men proſtitute their Learning 
and Parts to ſerve a bad Caufe; how aukward- 
ly they act their parts, and ſeem aſhamed even 
of the Cauſe they pretend to o mn. 

So much for your Prayers for the Dead; as 
to your Oblation and Invocation, I ſhall cou- 
ple them together. 10 5 6 

That the Euchariſt is a Sacrament as it is, 
an outward Sign of inward Grace conferred, I 
grant, and that it is an Euchariſtick Sacrifice of 
Prayers and Thanks, appears by all the Marks 
of Probability in the World; but if we make 
it a Repetition of that grand Sacrifice once 


offered for the Sins of the World, or if wWe 
make it any wiſe propitiatory, or a Repreſen- 
| R 


tation 


1 


e 
tation of Chriſt's Body and Blood, we muſt 
then lay down theſe following Poſitions or 
Conſequences. 2 

If the firſt, then our bleſſed Saviour's Death 
was not a full and ſufficient Sacrifice for the 
Sins of the World, his Propitiation extended 
only to thoſe who were gone before, or to 
thoſe who were then alive, and to them no 
farther than the preſent time: This we muſt 
grant, or the Repetition could not be of abſo- 
lute Neceſſity. | 


Secondly, If it is a Repreſentation of Chriſt's 
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* Body and his Blood, we muſt make it only a 
Y repreſentative Sacrifice, otherwife we fall into 
* the former Abſurdity, that Chriſt is more than 
1 once offered for us; that we crucify him when: 
i ever we conſecrate the Elements; whereas we 
. have the conſentient Teſtimony of Scripture, 
* that he once died for all Men, and that we all 
4 enjoy the Benefit of the Remiſſion of our Sins 
. by his Death, and by that only Death of his 
1 upon the Croſs. : 

5 I hay down therefore the Differences be- 
3 tween the propitiatory Sacrificesof theFews, and 
bf that of ours, to differ, in this Reſ Every 
YN Repetition of their Sacrifices was an Action 
AY de novo; our Sacrifice in the Euchariſt is only 
1 one and the {ame with that upon the Croſs; it 
BY is abſurd therefore to ſay, that Chriſt is more 
'Þ than once oftered up, or, that there is any 
A freſh Propitiation for our Sins by the Eu- 
2 chariſt; Forgiveneſs, indeed, and Grace, may 
E follow the worthy receiving the ſame but to 
q | repreſent 


9 


re 
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(130 
repreſent it with all the Circumſtances of a 
new compleat Sacrifice, is not ſupported by 
Antiquity, in what exalted Straints ſoever 
the Fathers might ſpeak of the ſame upon the 
Account of its Repreſentation. 1 2 
I am apt to believe ye have no adequate No- 
tion of our , bleſſed Saviour's Sacrifice, or, 
that ye never conſidered: the ſame when ye 
talk at this Rate, which borders upon two He- 
reſies at once. = 2:7 Wilden 
As to the Invocation of the Holy Spirit, it 
is framed in Terms very offenſive to tender 
Ears: That the Spirit attends with his Grace 
upon the worthy Receivers of the Euchariſt, 
I am very apt to believe; but this Invocation, 
as it is worded, aſſigns an Office to the Spirit 
unknown before. But this proceeds from a Cor- 
ruption of invoking the Spirit to overſhadow 
the Elements, and to ſend down his Grace up- 
on the worthy Receivers, which they, by De- 
grees, favoured by the Example of Popery, 
have turned into a Work of converting the 
lements: A very proper Turn for the Tran- 
ſubſtantiators, but unhappy for, us, if we 
were ſuch Fools as to uſe it. To make it to us 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt, is more explain- 
ing what the true Senſe is, becauſe, it ſeems to 
beg only, that it may have the ſaiſ Effects to 
us as though it were the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, which is the only primitive and ortho- 
dox Senſe it can bear. 
But you, in making it eſſential, tread hard 
upon Popery; for, ib it muſt be à Sacrifice, 
R 2 and 


Cee) 

and there ran no Sacrifice without that Invo- 
cation, there can ibe no Sacrifice without the 
Converſion, whicli Ican never believe, becauſe 
to ſubſtitute one Body to repreſent another, re- 
requires no Converſion, nor, indeed, any Actual 
Invocation; for, the Conſecration is the very 
Act of Subſtitution, and the real, uncorrupted 
and pn Invocation, that the Spirit would 
attend the Myſtery, may be a very pious and 
inoffenſive 8 if -f does 3 upon 
that inſnaring and dangerous Word Converſion. 
I cannot fee why here is not an abſolute 
repreſentative Sacrifice inſtituted, even though 
the Invocation is omitted; here is all the Acti- 
on, of which the Evangeliſts have given an 
Account, purſued; and I have ſhewn from 
what a Corruption your pretended Invocation 
ſprings: And thus, dear Sir, I conclude with 
this Obſervation, that I am perfectly aſtoni- 
thed that my old Friends, whoſe Learning, 
and whoſe Piety I once admired, ſhould fo 
raſhly. form a Separation of the greateſt Con- 
ſequence and Hazard, upon ſuch. ſlight Ac- 
counts, before they had half conſidered what they 
had been doing; as though Sepzrations were 
of an indifferent Nature, and might be play'd 
with. I am far from inſulting you upon your 
Misfortun&gor your wrong Steps: I am in 
more Pain for your immortal Souls, than ye 
are for your ſelves. I am very ſorry to find, 
that Learning, Piety and Integrity are all too 
weak to reſiſt a Foible, a Pique, or fooliſn 
Difcontent, becauſe you could not govern. 
5 I can- 


— 


((138:) * 

- I cannot but obſerve, with Indignation, your 
ſetting Boys upon Mens Shoulders, and 
them up and down in Print, A Deacon, aDea- 


con, 4 Deacon, and then m requme 4 


W and ky _ | * oop to 
his Pardon, is 2 FI t keeps an equa! 
Pace with all your late Tranſactions. Of Me, 
Deacon | have very little perſonal: Knowledge; 
ſome of his Writings I have quit; caſt = / 
upon, without much Regard, and, for the fu- 
ture, ſhall ſhew :leſs'; his Youth ought rather 
to be corrected than indulged: I know well 
how far this indulging has been carried, even 
to Heighths not fit to be nam'd, of which I ſent 
you, in a Letter, a particular Inſtance, to which 
you never had the Civility to ask my Pardon, 
or excuſe the Fact. | | 

As to what you ask from Juſtin Martyr, I 
have before fallcieritly expoſed it as a falſe Re- 
preſentation ; for you ſhould never quote a 
Father according to the Strength of your own 
Inferences, but according to what he plainly 
lays down, you. have often fatled in this Re- 
ſpe&, even to a Scandal, © 

You are pleaſed to tell us how-you happen- 
ed to be a Nonjuror; I ſhall not make any bar- 
barous Reflections upon you; Repentance ma 
overtake even old Age; but if you — 
that as ſoon as you had ſtudied or conſidered 
the Point, you commenced one, permit me to 
ſay, I know other things by Letters under your 
Hand ; your Conſcience, you owned then, was 
heartily ſqueezed, upon the Account of the 

Abjura- 


eee e . © 
— Oath, twenty Years, very near, 


But, however, I have nothing to ſay to that, 
F only wiſh your laſt Part of your Life had 
been uniform, exactly equal to my Opinion of 
you at Springrove. In the mean time ] ſhall take 
Care to pray for you, and the reſt of your fallen 
Brethren, that you may all become truly ſenſible 
of your Errors, and that at length our Church, 
may be the Joy of the whole Earth, by an U- 
nion of all thoſe who profeſs themſelves Chri- 
ſtian, in one Bond of Peace, Charity and Love; 
and fol reſt rn 
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To the Auruor of 
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Mr. Leſlie's Defence. 


P I had not been engag d in a Cor- 
| Ti 1 reſpondence with Dr. Brett, who 
alDT1R4 clam'd the Reſpect of an old 
PRE Friend, I had ſent you a few Lines 
much ſooner. 'I am fatisfied you 
cannot take it ill from my Hands, if I paid 
my Compliments to him firſt, bees 
I muſt nggds fay, no Man was ever mote 
heartily concern'd at the fatal News of your 
Separation, than my ſelf: I thought God had 
{ent an avenging Angel amongſt his own Peo- 
o * ple; 
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fromour Dregs, orar leaſt, that the new Muſt 


. 


Had ſpoilt us quit „ Upon ſecond Thoughts, I 
ann not ſo much concerned as at firſt; with you 


i Ya ty. 


Thope the fomer phecart is gone, and [pray 
ve may never meet again with ſuch an Acceſſi- 
oh of illi Humours, to poiſon and corrupt the 
moſt Chriſtian Profeſſion in the World. 

If you borrow'd Mr. Leſlie's Mask with which 
he ulld to conceal himſelf from the Fury of 
a Scandalum Magnatum, you have uſed it to a 
treacherous End, to abuſe the moſt deſerving 
Man, in ſeveral Refpets, now alive. But this 
indeed is your levelling Principle, you pluck 
the grey Hairs from the aged Head, and inveſt 
Boys with the"Enfigns. of Authority and Reve- 
rence; and I hope you will pardon me, if I 
ſay, your whole Scheme is only a Thy of 
Boys, who will never be Men; with old Men 
turn'd Boys. 

I ſaw your Letter mention'd Page 2... with 
my own Eyes, and whatever Copy has been 


publiſhed to the World, the Author does ex- 


eſsly ſay the fame with Mr. Leſſie, that you 
d other things to preſs, which you reſerv d 


to a farther Opportunity. Moreover, the Pen- 


man wrote with a moſt inconſiſtent Pen; in 
one Place he denied the Eſſentiality of the Points 
expreſsly, and in another, he aſſerted them, 
according to an old Proverb, L— have ſhort 
We] i: 2 : 

It is really à pretty Stratagem to carry 
Articles of g 24 — * 
0 7 71 de- 
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(3) 
HildebranddidFire., However, Articles of Faith, 
and Eſſentials are — things; and carried 
too near may ſinge. Nou may as well pretend 
to kee — — as that . 


p | ans 1 that God has 
intruſted you with Secrets ot that Nature, - - 
Mr. Lefies Concern for the Lirurgy was 
ſurely juſt, and not in the leaſt inconſiſtent 
with an Obfervation on # Fault which was evi- 
dently no Fault of the Compilers, bur of the 
intruders. Our Saviour has given thoſe Prins 
ces a Leſſon, Luke xiv. When thou art bidder 
of any Man to a Wedding, fit not down in the 
higheſt Room, leſt a more honourable Man than 
thou be bidden of him. For I muſt really deli- 
ver my Opinion, that Spiritual and Temporal 


Honour are different things; nor can the high- 


eſt Titles give a Man Place in the Church, or 
in the Prayers: But however, this has no Res 
lation to aſperſe Mr. Leſlie, who modeſtly ftands 
up in Defence of a Liturgy which cannot help 
theſe things. | : DEE 

*Tis you he reflects upon, who pick Holes in 
her as Friends, ſuch as our Enemies could never 
find, who would reform her by Popiſh and cor- 
rupted Liturgies, drench'd in all the Ignorance 
of a barbarous and bigotted Age. | | 

Is it not a pretty Proſpe& to ſee the fineff 
Manufactures and moſt curious Tapeſtries eaten 
by Rats, to ſee the Threads pluck d out, and 
the whole Beauty ſpoiF'd by miſchievous Teeth, 
which cannot be fram'd to work, but only ti 
devour. But this has been our Caſe. If in- 
deed our Liturgy had been torn in Pieces by 
S 2 Men 
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Men of Merit, Senſe, or Learning, equal to 


the Compilers, as — 9 Perfection 
here below, we ſhould 


7 ve been more eaſy; 
but indeed ye have dealt barbarouſly with our 
old Confeſſors, Martyrs, and great Men, and 
often ignorantly too, as I have ſhewn in my 
C to Drone: ooo bas ah i 
Io ſee a magnificent Pile, which has ſtood 
the Envy of its Neighbours, blaſted by Light- 
ning, is a cruel Spectacle. But tho Lightning 
ſtrikes the higheſt Summits, Envy can reach as 
high, and ſtoop as low; its contagious Blaſt 
deſtroys all it comes near. 
But is it a Fault becauſe our prudent Refor- 
mers have raz'd out all the Marks and Foot- 
ſteps of Popery turn'd out the Invocation, be- 
cauſe it was ſuperſtitiouſſy perverted to favour 
a Converſion of the Elements, laid afide the 
Oblatioa becauſe it was unneceſſary, rejected 
Water, becauſe it is not ſupported by Scripture, 
and turn'd the Stream of Prayers for the Dead, 
from Superſtition, to a true pious and inoffen- 
ſive Senſe; for theſe ſne is become your Enemy. 
Was not Tranſubftantiation the moſt formidable 
Monſter of Popery? And if we ſent it home 
with its Retinue, ſurely they will never be 
permitted to enter again. | 
Let me take the Freedom to tell you, that 
you do not underſtand the Scope of M. Leſſie's 
Argument. He does not run down Tradition, 
and the Authority of the Fathers; he inſiſts, 
that their Teſtimonies cannot come up to his 
eight Marks, in relation to this Controverſy: I 


{hall 


J 
ſhall therefore ſer him for your Information 
inu.clear Qight, 5 
If you would prove the Eſſentiality of your 
Points from the Practice of the Church, or 2 
Paſſage or two in the Fathers, you muſt fail, 
becauſe this does not prove the Practice uni- 
verſal; things that in their o] Nature carry 
a perpetual Obligation with them, if they can 
| be proved to have been practiſed by one Part 
| of the Catholick Church, it muſt follow, of 
| Courſe, that the Practice was: univerſal; to 
prove the Univerſality from the Eſſentiality, 
is quite different from proving the —_— 
from the Univerfality, e in the laſt Caſe 
you muſt bring your Teſtimony from all the 
Churches in the World at the ſame time; and 
this was the Meaning of Vincentius Lyrinenſit's 
Rule; for you, can never prove the Univerſa- 
| lity of a Praflice from one, or two, or three 
| Churches, unleſs the Points were Eſſential; 
; and this would bring you into à Circle. 
The Obſervation of Eee is a plain Evidence 
| on Mr. Leſlie's Side; different Apoſtolick Pra- 
Rice brought two different Traditions into the 
World, neither could be univerſal, and yet if, | 
by Injury of Time, according to you, one Tra- ; 
dition had been ſtifled, or not recorded in Hiſto- 
, ry, the other would have been eſſential. 
The Cuſtoms therefore of Churches may 
; very well be different, or they may be uniform, 
; and yet it does not follow logically, that in 
| either Caſe they are eſſential; Lyrinenſis's Uni- 


verſality therefore has no Relation to vour 
| | Pra- 


1 


(6) 
Practices, but to things of an eſſential Nature, 
as is the Obſervation of the Lord's Day, and 
the Abolition of the Sabbath: Here one In- 
ſtance from a Catholick Church is a full Proof 
do not believe the Apoſtles laid a Weight 
upon Trifles or crowded into Religion more 
Eſſentials than were abſolutely requiſite in the 
Nature of the things. if, indeed, Tranſub- 
ſtantiation had been true, two of your Points 
come in Courſe, otherwiſe they ought to be 
rejected. If the Apoſtles in Council unani- 
mouſly agreed upon an exact Uniformity of 
Worſhip to be obſcrved alike, in all the Church- 
es, this would have appear'd; at leaſt, quod non 
epparet non eſt, it might very well be ſuppoſed 
Varieties of Churches dispined by Seas, or 
Deſarts, might have different Cuſtoms. 

Nor does Mr. Leſlie fix a Brand upon all the 
Fathers; he only ſets you to work to examine 
what Works are genuine, and what are not; 
becauſe you ſeem to ſwallow all things you 
find, with an implicite Faith; nor can your 
Party ſhew their Inaccurateneſs more, and want 
of Criticiſm, than Dr. Frett has done in his 
late Edition of the Liturgies. Surely you may 
very well know ſuppoſititious Works in the Fa- 
thers have been impoſed before ever the Romiſb 
IndexExpurgatorius came forth: Nor did that take 
fo much of the Chaff away as the Wheat : Pſeu- 
do-Fathers ſtill keep up their Faces with to- 
lerable Aſſurance in their Church, and never 
fail to be uſner'd in with all Formality by their 

Writers; 


07) 
Writers; | nay, if the ors bad been but 
Men of tolerable Senſe, had laid their Stories 
well together, and not crowded in the Terms 
of one Age into the pretended Writings of ano- 
ther, they might ſtill have paft uncontradicted, 
we muſt have pulled off our Hats to theſe Idols 
of our Enemies ſetting up; and whether ſtill 
we have not ſome of that Traſh amongſt us, 
is. more than we infallibly know. We have 
no Writings: that have paſſed untouch'd through 
their Hands; the Scripture is indeed Oar 
which will always be known, becauſe it is an 
univerſal Book, as our Statutes are; but the 
Fathers, who came into few Hands, and were, 
moreover, only Manuſcripts, what Aſſurance 
ean you pretend to have, that even their Works, 
quoted by you are all genuine? 
lou might therefore have ſpared your La- 
bour of your fine pedantick Catalogue of 
Works of the Fathers, printed before the Jgnir 
Expurgatorius, the Work of a whole Club of 
Bookſellers and Authors. | 
Pardon me, dear Sir, if I do not take all 
this Letter to be your own; the poor Brat has 
got as many Fathers as it has Ears, Feet and 
Toes; however, as you generouſly aſſume the 
Protection of the. Brat, you ſhall be the Fa- 
ther, how many ſoever have in with the Mo- 
ther. Itwere eaſyto tellwho ſeems to havegiventhe 
firſt Strokes; and here a Man may ſee the Finger 
of Ballard or Noel; you ſhall never perſwade 
me, that all theſe Editions, or half lie in your 
Maſter's Warehouſe, I would have all the wm 
rable 
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rable Reaſon to hope from your aſpiring Genius 
that after a Conqueſt over the Reformers of 
the Church of England, and over even the 
Church it ſelf, you will not ſtop at a few Fa- 
thers, but, in time, compleat your Conqueſt 
there likewiſe. 7 HUT Sea en 327 
Lou arepleaſed to endeavour to weaken; if not 
abſolutely to overthrow, the four Marks; I crave 
leave to be heard as a Counſel in their Defence. 
As to the firſt; how, ſay you, ſhall we be 
certain without Tradition, that there were 
ſuch Facts at all? Alas poor Man! Mr. Leſlie 
lays this down as 2 Suppoſition, that they are 
of ſuch a Nature that Mens outward Senſes. 
are Judges, otherwiſe the Facts are not capable 
of being brought to the Teſt of the ſucceed- 
ing Marks. 


As to the ſecond, ſay you, how can the Cer- 


tainty appear to us, to have been publickly done? 


Why, dear Sir, this will appear to us as plainly 
as to them, if we attend the two following. 

As to the third, you ſay, we have no certain 
Hiſtory of theſe outward Inſtitutions, if Tradi- 
tion is uncertain : Yes, our Certainty ariſes 
from theſe Inſtitutions and Monuments, having 
a publick and evident Exiſtence at a time when 
Hiſtory it ſelf has all the Marks that atteſt 
the Exiſtence of thoſe Monuments. 

As tothe fourth, we cannot, you ſay, be cer- 
tain, that ever the Facts were done, or that the 
Inſtitutions began immediately from the Facts; 
J anſwer, we are ſure of that, if the Inſtituti- 


ons had a cloſe Connection with the Facts, and 


were 


Y 


( 9). FY 
were fo publick, that there could be no Diſtance 
of time, in which they began, after the Facts 
which would not to all the World have decla-' 
red the Impoſture. I ſhall fix upon the Jewiſo 
Paſſover as an Inſtance which cannot fail to 
ſtand the Teſt, The Nature of this Fact was 
ſo publick, that 600,000 Peoples Eyes and 
Ears were Witneſſes to it, and to the Occaſion. 
2. The Certainty appears to us, becauſe we 
have certain Evidence it appeared to them 
3. We are certain of the Inſtitutions becauſe 
we are certain thoſe Inſtitutions exiſted at the 
Siege of Feruſalem, when there was Unani- 
mity in the Accounts of Hiſtory, and Mens 
Eyes and Ears were Judges of the Truth of 
that Hiſtory, aud believed it. nN 

4. We are certain the Inſtitutions began im- 
mediately from the Facts, becauſe they could 
not commence, ſometime after, without giving 
the Lie to themſelves, and declaring the Im- 
poſture to all thoſe concern d, whoſe Eyes 
and Ears were Judges of the Inſtitutions, and 
whether they immediately followed the Facts 
Or not. 28 
Theſe are the four Chief, the other have 
either a greater or leſs Dependence upon theſe; 
the fifth, particularly, has all the four Marks; 
the ſixth, as to the Verity of the Propheſies, 
requires the four Marks; the ſeventh is a kind 
of Prophetick Relation, though under the 
Name of Types and Reſemblances; and, the 
eighth is a Mark drawn only from charitable 
Probability; and, I hope, I have given you 
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Satisfaction as to the Marks. Mr. Leſie, I grant, 


does not ſay, but that a Matter of Fact may be 
true without his eight Marks: But, he ſays, 
Tria h of Chriſtianity Demonſtrated. Page 58. 
That no Fact with the four Marks can be falſe ; 
and therefore the Difference is vaſtly wide of 
your Tradition,whick becauſe it may be falſe, can- 
not be the Foundation of Efſentials; but ours may, 
becauſe it cannot be falſe. Religion muſt not 
be built upon an Uncertainty; what may be 
falſe can be no Object of Faith or religious 
Obedience, thought it ſhould happen to be true 
at the fame time.” - | 
As to the Fathers, as far as relates to your 
Controverſy, I ſhall bring their Evidence to 
only five Marks, becauſe no more are immedi- 
ately neceſfary in this Diſpute. 
Exery Man's Eyes and Ears are not Judges 
of the univerſal Practice of the Facts ſuppoſed 
to be recorded by them, becauſe new and diffe- 
rent Cuſtoms may ariſe in different Churches. 
They are not Evidences that the Facts were 
done openly and publickly in the Apoſtolick 
Age, becauſe they did not live in thoſe Days; 
moreover, Dr. Brett, in his Diſcourſe upon Li- 
turgies, and in other Tracts, has laid it down 
for gr that the Chriſtian Worſhip was a 
Myttery, and drvalgedto none but a few; ſo that 
one Church could not tell what the other 
was doing. ' 

The outward Inftitutions do not appear to 
bave': commenced immediately after the Facts, 
Wy | becauſe 


1 
becauſe from what has been ſaid, they were not 
publick enough to have been fo atteſted. - - - -- 

The Writings of the Fathers never were a 
Statute-Book, nor a Law to the Primitive 
Church; for then, they would have been pre · 
ſerved as publick Records to be ſeen by every 
one; they would have been as carefully pre- 
ſerved as the Scriptures, and we ſhould not 
have ſeen ſo many ſpurious Additions; for, all 
Nations and People are careful of their Laws, 
The Old Teſtament was preſerved even to a 
Fittle, and, it is impoſhble to add a forged 
Statute to Keeble, or one Book more of Inſti- 
tutes to Sir Edward Coke, than he wrote. 

Let how has Ignatius been mangled and torn 
by Impoſtors? Nor has even St. Clement, Com- 
panion to St. Paul in his Labours, eſcaped their 
Fingers. Tertullian is a Jumble of Hereſy, and 
Catholiciſm, It does not appear that the Church 
ever ſelected his orthodox Writings, and ſettled 
them for a Law to the Church; inſomuch that 
it is even difficult to know, and has been re- 
ſerved to our modern Criticks to find out, what 
Books were written by him, when a Heretick, 
and what were not. How hard this falls upon 
you, when we conſider he is your firſt Legiſlator 
for praying for the Dead, and a Montaniſt into 
the Bargain. 

I pray conſider, whether they were ever ap- 
pzaled to as Legiſlators in the fifth or fixth 
Centuries, St. Cyprian, indeed, loved Tertulli- 
an and ſtudied him, but he loved him as 
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Squirrels do Nuts, for the fake of cracking : He 
was a Heathen Lawyer tho'a Chriſtian, '- © 

Lou are not pleaſed at Mr. Leſli“s Objection, 
that all the Churches had not ſo fair an Oppor- 
tunity of correſponding as now, and that the 
particular Cuſtoms and Uſages had not ſo free 
a Circulation. Upon this, after your uſual Me- 
thod, you inſult; Mr. Lefly proves but an auk- 
ward Sailor, and you ſet him right with a long 
Detail from Dr. Prideaux, how Solomon, Pharoah, 
and Ptolomy, ſailed long before our Saviour 
was born. Vir Leſlie did not deny, that there 
were Ships in thoſe Days, and that the Chriſti- 
ans, who originally came from one Spot of 
Ground, muſt have ſome Means to get to thoſe 
Places; for they did not ride upon Switches 
through the Air; but, his Meaning was, that 
Navigation to all Parts. of the World was not 
ſo ready,ſoopen, andſofrequent as now: More- 
over, Commurts has a much ſtronger Footing 
in the World than it ever had, becauſe the E- 
nemies to the Roman Empire were in a perpe- 
tual War againſt her, which was a perpetual 
Stop to a free and eaſy Communication; where- 
as India now is, in a Manner, a bordering 
Country even upon Britain, and the Czar 
hasa Trade from the Baltick to China. I ob- 
ſerve you have taken a particular Care to ſe- 
cure a Commerce with the Red Sea and India; 
nay, you have helped the Greeks to a tolerable 
Share of Trade; but then you do not conſi- 
der, what 1s called there the Weſtern Part of 
the World, is termed ſo in reſpect to the Indies; 


whereas 


( 13) 

whereas it is the Eaſtern to us; of whoſe In- 
tereſts you ſeem net to have the leaſt Regard. 
A Chriſtian Church was planted in Britain; 
what Proviſion have you made yet, with your 
Navigation, for your own Native Country ? 
She ſeems very little concerned with a Fleet 
2000 Years ago in the Streights of Babel- 
mandel, | Not 

However, it does not appear, that the Fa- 
thers were Merchants, or that they exactly 
maintained a Correſpondence with all Parts 
of the World where Ships could ſail or Men 
could travel by Land. Indeed, in our own times, 
ſuch a Correſpondence is more eaſy to be had, 
becauſe we have almoſt ſettled Poſts from one 
Extremity of the World to another; but then, 
Fleets to the Indies did not go ſo often, and, 
ven they did, they had ſomething more weigh- 
ty to freight their Ships with than your 
Eſſentials. | 

You ſay, in thoſe Times the Chriſtians had 
Letters communicatory ; but, do you imagine 
theſe Letters went Poſt, or were conveyed by Pi- 
geons to all Parts of the World; theſe Let- 
ters were only for immediate Service of Tra- 
vellers, and would hardly feel their Feet from 
Antioch to Babelmandel. 

Old primitive Practice, meerly of it ſelf a- 
lone, has no Weight, ſays Mr. Leſlie: Yours 
are primitive Practices founded upon Scrip- 
ture; I pray, why then do you ſet up Tradi- 
tion as a Rule by it ſelf? In ſhort, your Tra- 
dition is a meer Beggar, it can with or without 

Crutches 
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04 
Crutches, according to its Convenience; ſame- 
times it cannot ſtand without Scripture, and, 
again, it gets upon its Legs, and bids Defiance 
to. its firſt Supporters. ib gn. 1 

Lou may dwell, if you pleaſe, upon what 
Mr. 4 has ſaid in his Rehearſcls; you will 
find he {peaks of Facts which have the Feſtt- 
mony of the four Marks; neither does he ſay, 
that there are any ſuch Facts in Relation to 
Eſſentials not recorded in Scripture, but that 
if there were, ſuch Teſtimony would give them 
abſolute Credit. This is no more than I have 
aſſerted, that God is not obliged to reveal him- 
ſelf one way; but if he reveals his Laws, he 
reveals them infallibly to us. I did not deny 
the Power of Tradition with the Marks, but 
that's a Property I forbid you to touch, it's 
too heavy for your Fingers; you muſt take up 
with a light Tradition. Robin Goodfellowand 
the Fairies are good Eccleſiaſtick Hiſtory with 
you, ſupported by your Tradition. 

As to the Anabaptiſts, what he urges to 
them is Argumentum ad eos, who inſiſt ſo po- 
ſitively upon a plain and evident Text of Scri- 
pture juſt fitted to their Scruples, as though 
1 the New Teſtament was calculated only to 
o guard againſt all the Difficulties inquiſitive 
Men raiſe; whereas 1t 1s only a plain Book of 
Laws, and great Scope 1s left to the Church 
to interpret the ſame, and explain, as our 
Courts of Judicature explain upon our Laws, 
J do not refuſe the utmoſt Deference to the 
moſt ancient Expounders, if I can find Una- 

nimity 
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nimity in the Expoſition, and ſufficient Au- 
thority expounding the ſame. 

Mr. Leſlie therefore does not appeal to the 
Authority of the Church in all Ages, to 
make new Eſſentials or new Articles of 
Faith; but when he ſays the Fewiſh Sab- 
bath was abrogated, and the Lord's Day in- 
troduced in its Stead, it was not done by any 
except the apoſtolick Church; for the Apoſtles 
alone were Legiſlators in thoſe great Points, 
as they were inſpired, and had their Authority 
from Chriſt, the Head of his own Church. 

You are therefore egregiouſly miſtaken in 
Mr. Leſlie's Senſe, and your own; you fancy 
he has too little, and your ſelf too much: Alas! 
he was a Man in Eſteem and Figure before 
you was a Babe of Grace, or initiated into a 

Chriſtian Chureh. | 
| Mr. Leſlie's Parallel between your Spirit, 
and Mr. Stephens was in ſome Meaſure juſt, 
and, if any, the poor Man had the greateſt In- 
jury done him: He was an honeſt, well-mean- 
ing Man; and, a Notion breeding in his Head, 
and cheriſhed till it came to Maturity, made 
him run mad in the Woods: He read of daily 
Communion in the primitive Church, like you, 
he fancied every Primitive Practice was an 
eternal Law, and, by this Means, without 
any Regard to Church Laws or Diſcipline, 
he primitively led his Congregation into Cain 
Mood, where two Religions have already made 
their Exits; and, I impatiently expect to hear 


of 


of the third. I muſt needs confeſs, I do not 
love theſe Muſhroom-Churches, they may have 
a bewitching Flavour when they are freſh, but 
after the Sun has ſhone upon them, and they 
are trodden under Foot, they are fit only to 
return to that original Corruption from whence 
they came. 

As todaily Communion, I deliver my Opt- 
nion freely; if we had not run down the Sa- 
crament to the Bottom, and then wound it up 
again till the Springs cracked, we ſhould not 
have ſeen the Decay of Chriſtian Piety in the 
World: But my dear Friend, temporal Laws 
are accommodated to the various Circum- 
ftances of Times and Things, and bringing 
things back to their old Station 1s not always 
practicable. 
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1 With the primitive Chriftians an univerſal 
4 Spirit of Love and Fervency prevailed, Perſe- 


cution warmed their Affections, and re-kindled 
the Coals, though expiring almoſt with Inter- 
vals of Reſt and Eafe. Moreover, the primitive 
Chriſtians had a more lively Senſe of the Myſte- 
ries of Religion than we have at this Day, which 
cauſed more warm and ſenſible Glowings in 
their Books; but, in an Age like ours, more 
frozen, as to Piety and every thing that 1s good, 
than the Northern Pole, the Revival of ſuch 
a Cuſtom would be ridiculous to ſome, and ter- 
rible to others; in moſt Places the Sacrament 
would be trampled upon, and more negle&ed 
than before. You mult not recover a ſtarving 


Man 
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(37) 
Man with'fleſhy Feeding, his Stoinach muſt: be 
corrected by Degrees before it can beat whole» 
ſome Food: iti i one non Ve 
However, I take it for granted fromwhat you 
have ſaid; daily Communion: is your Effential 
Practice; that your Lamps are always prepared 
and trimin'd, and that -Chatiy and Humility 
uſher your Party to the Reception of the Eu- 
chariſt. Oh! it is dreadful to tempt the My- 
ſteries of Religion too far; the moſt cæleſtial 
Food may turn Poiſon, corrupt your Bowe 
and be Rottenneſs in your Bone. 
Mr. Leſſie therefore only bids yu beware 
of ſplitting too much upon the Fondneſs of 
the Inſtitution, without à due Regard: to the 
Spirit and Divine Energy attending thoſe Di- 
vine Offices, This you call Quaker iſm, though 
ſurely your Party's pretending to Illuminati 
on, and the ſecond Sight, deſerves Animad- 
verſions, being as Enthufiaſtick even as Quake- 
riſm can be. Mr. Leſlie has lived in a Country 
where he has ſeen the opus operatum run away 
with. the Subſtance of Piety, and of Religi- 
on; and, indeed, the ſame Devaſtation is ap- 
proaching your Borders. No People 5 5 
greater Streſs upon one pretended Eſſential than 
You, while you drop others far more worthy of 
egard, I do not charge you with the com- 
mon Immoralities, or the beau Vices of the 
Age, but with other Frailties, equally de- 
teſtable to God, as they can be; and, what is 
worſe, you work them into your Devotions, 
and make the Euchariſt the Bond of Peace, 


(8) 
2 and Love, turn intothe Occaſion of Diſ- 
cord: The very Bread you Break is a Token of 
Diſunion, and your Cup, the Drink of Uncha- 
r | | 
Pardon me, dear Sir, if I ſpeak ſo harſhly; it is 
not a Pleaſure Itake in your Frailties, but a Con- 
cern to ſee my old Companions and Friends 
lol ere 
It was you who put the Conteſt between us 
upon 2 of Heaven and Hell: Lou have, 
as much as in you lies, ſunk a whole Succef- 
ſion of Confeſſors and Martyrs into one com- 
mon Deſtruction: you have ſnhut the Gates of 
Heaven upon thoſe who firſt opened them to 
— and received you, as Penitents, into the 
oſom of the Church. 

Has God turn'd his Inſtitutions into Traps 
that ſweep away all his Heritage by Shoals, 
before they know where they are? The Inſti- 
tutions were not made purely for the ſake 
— 8 but they have theſe following 

8. | 
I. They are Marks of our Obedience. 
2. They are Clues to direct and guide us to 


thoſe Fountains of Grace God plenti fully ſends 
to water his Heritage. 

3. They are Tokens or Signs of the Nature 
of Chriſtianity. | 

4. They are outward Monuments of the 
moſt glorious Diſpenſations of the Goſpel, 
which keeps them up in continual Remem- 
brance to the End of the World, and are, at 


the ſame time, the beſt and ſtrongeſt * 
0 


(79) 
of the Verity of the Facts related in the 
© Goſpel. FFF | . 76 

Obedience to thoſe Inſtitutions is the indif- | 
penſible Term of our Union with Chriſt and 
his Church; where they are regularly and duly: 
performed, his Church will be to the End of 
the World. | 

That the Reality is in the Spirit which is 
only prefigured in the outward Inſtitutions, is 
to you meer Fanaticiſm. I pray, conſider well 
upon what follows in this Paragraph, viz. 
Page 28. They are not only Figures, but 
Conveyers of Spiritual Graces. Did not Ter- 
tullian, in that famed Paſſage againſt Tranſub- 
ſtantiation, call the Euchariſt a Figure? If it is 
only a repreſentative Sacrifice, it is but a Fi- 
gure ſtill; and what you can make them more, 
conſiſtent with good Senſe, I cannot tell. They 
may, indeed, metaphorically, and prettily e- 
nough, be called Conveyersof Grace, becauſe the 
Grace of God attends them, and is beftowed up- 
on the uſeof them; but if theyare in Realitymore, 
you may as well tell me, Grace may be carried in 
2 Wheel-Barrow, or a Hackney Coach. Do you 
imagine Grace goes down into your Belly when 
vou ſwallow the conſecrated Bread, that Sancti- 
tication is ſpread over the Face, when the Infant 
is ſprinkled with baptiſmal Water; Grace maygo 
along with Matter, and then Matter is the Signof 
that Grace; but how Grace can be carried 
in Matter, is really beyond my Metaphyſicks 
to explain. I have no Notion of Grace, | 
adhering to, or ſticking in ſenſeleſs Matter. | 

1 2 This 


1 
This is a new Scheme of Theology unheard of 
before: No Schoolmen ever inſilſed ſo .nicely) 
as this in Relation to the baptiſmal Waters, 
however they might treat upon the Euchariſt 
where - they aſſerted a real Preſence: And, 
indeed, Grace certainly attends Chriſt where- 
ever he 1s. 3 '; 

If thecontrary to yours 1s the fanatical Prin- 
ciple, you ought to have told us, what ſort of 
Fanaticks they are, becauſe they are ranged in 
different Claſſes; and, perhaps, if we put you 
into the lowermoſt, it is becauſe you are the 
youngeſt Tribe. 

No Fanatick ever made a more cauſeleſs Se- 
paration than you have done; none ever railed 
with more 3 againſt the Church; 
none ever took more Pleaſure or Pains in fin- 
ding Faults with our Liturgy and Worſhip; 
none are more conceited than you, nor pretend 
more to Illumination; ſo that, indeed, you 
ſhould not have ſent to the Epiſcopal but to 
the Presbyterian Church of Scotland, for an 
Alliance; they would have damned and curſed 
ſpiritually as well as your ſelves. 

To return, I pray why has Mr. Leſlie per- 
verted the Senſe of a Text, Rzm. ii. 28, 29. 
For be is not a Few which is one outwardly, nei- 
ther ir that Circumci ſian which is outward in the 
Plefhk. Surely: his Inference from thence is 
right, that neither the Jewiſh nor the Chriſti- 
m Inſtitutions alone were of any Efficacy with- 
out the neceſlary Preparatives of Piety and 
Virtue; if the Heart is not {wept and garniſhed, 

11 | no 


(21) 

no godd Angel will enter there, much lefs the 
Spirit of God; his Temple is unpollutgd; no 
deſecrated Thoughts and Actions muſt de 
there. If you think your new Schiſm ſo me- 
ritorious as to invite the Spirit, I am afraid 
you will be diſappointed of your Gueſt. 

I find where you are driving into the Toil 
of Popery as faſt as you can; however, inthe 


mean time I ſhall carry on my Speculations ta 
your twelfth Section. 220 | 


St. Peter, according to you, ſays Baptiſm is 
the — of the Ark, wherein eight Per- 
ſons were ſaved from drowning; upon this you 


very judiciouſly obſerve, that the Anti-type and 
Type are two different things; yes they. are; 


but though the Ark might be the Figure of 
Baptiſm, it does not follow that Baptiſm might 
not be the Figure of ſomething elſe; ſo that the 
Senſe, without Difficulty, will run thus: As 
the Ark ſhewed that eight Perſons were ſaved 
hy Water, ſo Baptiſm ſhews that we ſhall be 


ſaved by Water likewiſe joined with à good 
4 Reſurrection 


Conſcience towards God, by the 
of Jeſus Chriſt ; the Ark repreſented. Baptiſt 
alone, but then what repreſents a good Con- 
ſcience; except the Reſurrection of Jeſus Chriſt; 
it muſt be Baptiſm ; ſo that the Ark is only a 
Figure of a Figure. This muſt be the Senſe, ot 
St. Peter did not ſpeak coherently : The Type 
could not, in your Senſe, come up to the Anti- 
type. To make this plain, I ſnhall change his 
Words, and ſuppoſe he had delivered himſelf, 
that as Circumciſion is a Figure of the Renew- 


ng 


(223 
ing and Contrition of the Heart, ſo it is a Figure 
of the Renewing and Contrition of the Heart join- 
ed with Baptiſm. This can never be good Senſe, 
unleſs Baptiſm is a Figure of that Renewing of 
the Heart. There cannot therefore be a more 
eaſy and natural Interpretation of St. Peter's 
Words than the following: As the Ark, in which 
eight Perſons were ſaved, was a _— of Bap- 
tiſm, ſo is Baptiſm the Anti-type of the Ark, a 
Figure of our being ſaved with this Additionof a 
good Conſcience, Oc. So that, dear Sir, the Type 
and the Anti-type repreſent ſtill Salvation * 
tained by their Means; you may pleaſe to conſi- 
der (let the Anti- type and the Type have never 
ſo near a Regard to each other) they wereſtill the 
Repreſentatives of being ſaved by Water; and 
are both Figures conſequently, which is againſt 
Hypotheſis. 

I call upon you, dear Sir, to define what 
Baptiſm is; it cannot be faid abſolutely to 
fave us by your own Conceſſion; it is an exter- 
nal Action; and if with a good Conſcience, 
and that external Action we are faved, ſurely 
that external Action can be no more than a 
Sign we are ſaved, it is a Seal, a Pledge; a To- 
ken thereof. External Actions joined to Bar- 
gains, Covenants, and Deeds, are only Signs. 
Moreover, what has no inherent Holineſs in it 
ſelf cannot become Holy without a divine 
Command; in that caſe it has no other San- 
ction: Matter can have no inherent but acci- 
dental Holineſs, becauſe inherent Holineſs pro- 
eeeds from inward Purity and Rectitude, in 
| Its 
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its own Nature; and there can be no rational 
End in making that abſolutely Holy which is 
not capable of abſolute Holineſs; and if the 
Holineſs 1s Circumſtantial, it muſt depend up- 
on ſome other Terms; the Matter can on 
therefore be a Sign of that thing, for whole 
ſake it was ſanctified. ft till $0179) Hauck 

I ſee no reaſon therefore to ſtick at aſſerting, 
that Circumciſion and Baptiſm were not in- 
ſtituted for their own ſakes; but to denote an 
inward and ſpiritual Meaning: This you call 
making the Sacrament only figurative; why, 
this is Tertullian's Definition of 2 Sacrament. 
He ſays, moreover, it ought not to be propo- 
ſed dubiouſſy, non dubie annuntietur, in quod 
rota Salus committitur. I am ſure this ſtrikes 
directly at your eſſential Water, at the beſt a 
moſt dubious and uncertain Propoſition. 

You ſeem not to have an adequate Notion 
what is figurative; a Figure is a Sign always 
attending a Reality; neither Sacrifices nor da- 
craments can be any thing elſe. Our bleſſed 
Saviour's Sacrifice was a real one, and yet it 
was a Sign that our Sins were forgiven; the 
End of any thing is the Purpoſe for which it 
was done, and when the Action is performed 
it's a Sign of the End being anſwered. Thus 
our bleſſed Saviour died for our Sins; his Death 
was ſurely a Sign that the End of his dying 
was anſwered. Baptiſm was inſtituted for the 
Purpoſe of our Regeneration, when that 
Baptiſm is performed, it's a Sign that we 
are regenerated, God may command indiffe- 
rent 


(240 
rene ve things, and from that time they become 


but God does it with ſome nd; and 
. they are performed, it a Sign chat End 
is a Sign or Figure; for it is, in it ſelf, an in- 
different Action but, t, by bein gcommanded by 
God, it: becomes neceſſary: And furely, God 
had ſome End in commanding it, and when it 
is performed its ſurely a Sign that End is an- 
ſwered. The End propoſed by Almighty God, 
was, that with it we ſhould have eternal 
Life; its buta Sign or Figure ſtill. et 
The Sum _— aur great Quaire 
ainſt Mr. Leſlis, for — you accufe him 
ag F — —— a Freedom peculiar to your 
Genius, is no more than thisʒ all outward In. 
ſtitutions, in their own Nature indifferent, are 
ordained by God for ſome End, and the End 
for which a thing is ordained is preferable to 
the Inſtitution. This, ſurely — with 
good Senſe and | Reaſon, ; be might therefore 
very well ſay, the laſtitu tion alone without 
the End being anſwered, was good for nothing, 
a dead Letter, a Carcaſe, or a Skeleton: But 
vo immediately add, that there is an inhe- 
rent Holineſs in the Inſtitutions themſelves; 
at the ſame time you grant, that without the 


Conditions they are void, they have no Effect. 
And what are they joined wit the additionary 


Conditions, but Signs of — End for which 
they were ©. ? The Man unhappily 
beats his own Shadow, and fancies Mr. Leſlic 
feels the Blow, who has afferted nothing but 


what 


* 


a) 
what you muſt grant when you are | come- to 
your Senſes ſrom this profound Sleep: : 

© You have treated Mr. Leſie in this thildifh - 
Conteſt with much ill Manners; you ſuppoſe - 
him to be delitous, that he forgets himſelf, 
whereas *tis your ail Face! od ſee in'"the 
Glaſs. You confeſs, Päge 31, that the out- 
ward Means are thoſe whereby we receive 


ſpiritual Benefits; and, you approve of Mr. 
Leſlie's agreeing thereto. By outward Means, 
is here underſtood Conditions; for it is the Spi- 
rit, and not the outward Means which confers 
Grace. And tlie outward Means are part of the 
Conditions upon which it is conferred bythe Spi- 
rit of God; for how can ſenſeleſs Matter beſto 
Grace? But God may make the Performances of 
an outward Inſtitution; the inſeparable Atten- 
Ubers Aw Ulyes< 7 HT nn 
Pray where does Mr. Leſlie relapſe ? He 
ſticks, in my Opinion, cloſe to his firſt Aſſer- 
tion, that outward Inſtitutions are abſolutely 
neceſſary to be obſeryed, for two Reaſons, be- 
cauſe they are commanded, and becauſe they 
are made part of the Conditions of his be- 
ſtowing his Grace. Here is no Raving nor 
Relapſing, but all Steadineſs and Unifor- 
mity; for, what can they be more than a Shel]? 
You ſay Grace is conveyed in them, and if 
Grace is the Inſide, I hope it may very properly 
be called the Kernel, for the Shell. is a thick, 
tough Coat that - inveſts the Kernel. 
With you it is Fanaticiſm to ſay, the Rea- 
lity is only figured in the outward Inſtitutions. 


X Indeed, 
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Indeed, if Mr. Leſlie had ſaid, that no Grace 
was conferxed by their Means, or upon uſing 
them, I would have immediately delivered him 
up as a Quaker into your Hands, and then 
the two Enthuſiaſts might have, fought out 
their own Quarrel ; but, alas ! this is far from 
Truth: He allows them to be the Signs and 
Means of Grace, and, if they are Grace it ſelf, 
and have an inherent Holineſs, I will turn E- 
yptian, and Fern Apes, Onions and Gar- 
ick: I will. as ſoon believe a Divinity reſiding 
in either of them, as in any other Matter. 

I-defire to know where, and in what Manner, 
Mr. Leſlie contradicts his Snake in the Graſs 2 
As it | was under the Law the outward WAS or- 
dained, as a Means whereby we are made Par- 
takers of the inward. Surely this is more than 
making Baptiſm a mere Type, becauſe a Type 
is not the Condition of Grace, but a Prefigura- 
tion of ſomething which is to come: A Type 
has theſe following Uſes ; | 
I. It is a Propheſy attended with an outward 
Sign and Inſtitution, to be an Evidence when 
the thing comes to paſs. | 

2, It Illuſtrates the Anti-type when it does 
came to pals. 

3. It is an Earneſt, a Pledge, or Token of 

God's Favour, and of ſome Good to come. 

Therefore Mr. Leſlie could not make Bap- 
tiſm only a Figure of ſomething to come, but 
a Sign of ſomething at Hand; and, if you make 
the Chriſtian Inſtitutions more, you border up- 
on Idolatry. The fame Miſtake has led the 
4; = Ez ” +” _ 
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(27) | 
Papiſts into Tranſubſtantiation, nay," it has 
conjured you into the ſame Circle before you 
knew where you was, or, at leaſt, I charita- 
PTE W, 5 7-57 Ree 77 RS 
To return; Mr, Leſlie ſays, God bas ordain- 
ed, that his Gifts and Graces ſhall be conveyed 
do us by outward Signs and Means : If he had ſaid 
in outward Signs and Means, he had come 
pretty nearly into your Scheme, he was not 
ſo loſt to common Senſe (as dehrous as you 
make him) to put Grace into Bread; for, what 
is Grace? You, who claim more than your 
Neighbours, ought beſt to tell: However, for 
once, I will tell you my Opinion of that Grace 
which is conveyed with the Sacrament. 
Grace 1s taken in two Senſes in the Scrip-- 
ture; the Signification of the Word is ſome Fa- 
vour beſtowed upon us; it's therefore, 
I. The kind Aſſiſtance God ſends us by his 
Holy _ "overthrow ED —— of 
Sin, in Rebellion againſt us, by in good 
Thoughts and raft Deſires, Rok - den 
2. It is the peculiar Diſpenſation of the Go- 
ſpel attended with the glorious Priwileges of 
Immortality, and being made Subjects of 
Chriſt's Kingdom. + 4 
I defire to know how Grace, in either of 
thofe Senſes can be ſaid to be conveyed in the 
Elements; for does the Spirit of God animate 
the Bread, and make it a living Subſtance? 
Can Water have a regenerating Quality, as 
Water, without ſome new Subſtance being ad- 
ded to it? If ſo, the Woman in the Proverbs” 
X 2 might 


o * _ * — * y * 
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gt very. well wipe her Mouth, and ſay ſhe 
had done no Wickedneſs. Can any ane ſay, 
the Spirit dw-ells in and animates the Water? 
If not, Water is but Water ſtill. The Spirit 
waſhes away Sin; and. Water is only the Sign 
of that Regeneration. 
lone teaches us ꝓhat is Sin, becauſe, it muſt, 
be clearly. and evidently revealed, which.is only 
in the Scriptures; for this he quotes Deut era- 


. 


Mr. Leſſie lays. down, that the Scripture a- 


nomy, that there was; the whole Duty of the 


Fews, that they were not to add nor diminiſh 


5 Py 


_ Upon this you are very pert; how, ſay you, 


does this prove any thing in Favour of the 
New. Telgment2,,.2 oe oof: 
Iwill tell vou in a few Words, how wide 
your whole Party is from the Scope of the 
Queſtion, as! have before obſerved, they have 


made à Separation hefore they underſtood the 


Principles they ſeparated upon. 
For the Queſtion is, in what Manner the 

Laws of God are promulged to his People? It's 

therefore proper, firſt, to examine how they 


were delivered to his own. People, the Jen; 


and then, to take a View how they are tranſ- 
mitted to us. din muſt neceſſarily be the Tranſ- 
greſſion of a Law: And if neither the Feres 


nor our {elves have any unwritten Laws, the 


Seripture is the only Law to us, conſequent- 
Iy againſt that only can we ſin; if no other 


Laws appear to us infallibly revealed, the 


Setipture is our whole Direction, for the ww 
* | 6 ONS 
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ſons L have hefore given; againſt, Vncertainty 
in Laws. bas yoog0ohaal MIT 10" RAT 
But you my dear Antagoniſt wha greend 
tred upon a formal Enz green urin your 
own Opinions till you die, will not allow che 
Scriptures, even of Moſes, to bea compleat 
Law to the People at that time; for; yon f 
ſome Additions made to Religion by Solomon 
who built another Altar bh " Reaſon. of--ith& 
Multitude of Sacrifices. This is an Ohſerva- 
tion worthy of your judicious: Pen. If an, AH 
tar is an Addition to Religion, a Steeple ſurely 
ought not to be built without a Conwocatiaꝶ- 
I cannot but admire, how eu have turned the 
Queſtion out of its proper Road; Which was 
concerning Morality: and Immorality, and yo 
have turned it to the Work of a; Maſon. 

Were the Jem impowered to make efſen- 
tial Additions to their Law If not, Sin wa 
to be found ſtill;as Sin, after it was brought 
to the Teſt of the 1 — of -a Law. 


You have, indeed, Aflurance enough ws 
* 


the Texts cited do not prove, that the 

revealed Will of God, delivered by Moſes to 
the Jews, was à written Law; and yer they 
are expreſsly recommended, without Reſtriction, 
as a Body of Law. They are forbid to add 
or diminiſh ; and, if this does not prove them 
a Compleat Body of Moral Laws, it was juſt 
nothing at all. Can you trace any Footſteps 


of a traditionary Legiſlature with the Jes, 
till the Phariſaical Days? And even our bl ed ; 


Saviour condemn'd them. 


I paſs 


I ass over your pitiful "Remark on M. 
Leflie, concerning Epiſcopacy, and the Sabbath, 
becauſe I have anfwered it before; he no where | 
denies: the Poſſibility of Tradition with his 
Marks, being à ſufficient Atteſtation to atv 


Article of Faith, but at the fame time he 


— 


aſſerts, that the Scripture is a compleat Rule of 


Faith in Fact. You cannot forbear mifrepre-' | 
fenting Mr. Leſſie, you give his Expre 2 
and thoughts an aukward Turn, Page 33. The 
Silence of God in ſome Caſes is a direct Pro- 


hibition; that is, where the Nature of the 

thing requires that he ſhould ſpeak if it was law- 

ful : It's evident, the Fire of Ndab and A- 

bibu was called ſtrange Fire; becauſe it was 

not commanded by God in his Book of Laws. | 

The Scripture: is ſilent ſo far, as that it does 
not in expreſs Words forbid that another Fire 

ſnould be made; and the Silence of the Scrip- 

ture in that reſpect is a Prohibition: For where 

God delivers his Commands, it is ſuppoſed he 
delivers them - fully, and the ſtrange Fire was 

ſtrange, becauſe God had not commanded it. 

As to the ſecond Inſtance, I ſhall obſerve, 

that tho ſome things may be literally forbid in 

the Scriptures; yet when God appeals to his 

not commanding it to be done, we ought to 

ſubmit to his Reaſon as a good one, even tho 

the Prohibition has not been mentioned in 

Scripture. I conetude, as Mr. Leſlie has God 

on his Side in this Argument, he needs no bet- 

ter Advocate. > * 
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(31) 


The fame may ſerve for the third: Inſtante; 


for tho ſacrificing our Children is forbid by the 
Law of God and of Nature; nevertheleſs, 


God, to aggravate the Crime, urges, that they 


did it, whereas he had not commanded it; and 


if it could have been lawful, it would have 
been inſtituted of God amongſt his own People. 

I obſerve, if you can faſten Dirt upon old 
Age and Merit, you never fail, tho it leaves no 
Stain, and only puts us to the Trouble of wi- 
ping it off. You ſay, he miſrepreſents the Scri- 


pture, tho I cannot find where you ſay, he art- 


fully repreſents God, as ſpeaking that which he 
never ſpake. He caſts in the Word Berauſe, 
tho it has nothing to do there. Why may 1 
not worſhip the Hoſt of Heauen? Becauſe, ſays 
God, it is that which I have not commanded. 


Surely, if God upbraids them that they wor- 
ſhipp'd the Hoſt of Heaven, whereas he had 


not commanded it, the Abſence of the Com- 
mand was one Reaſon of the Guilt. And what 


Harm either to the Senſe or the Words could 


Becauſe be? For Mr. Leſlie does not pretend to 
urge that as the only Reaſon, but as a ſufficient 
one, or at leaſt it was us d by God himſelf in 
more Places than one. | | 

It i81mp1ous to ſuppoſe, that God's Commands 
are tricking or deceitful, whereas they are full 
and plain in themſelves, and in the Delivery of 
them to his People. The Nature of things per- 
mits minute Alterations adapted to the Acci- 


dents of Time; and therefore another Altar, 


when the Number of the People increas d, was 
| no 


\ 


(9) 
no diminiſhing from, or Addition to the Body 
of: Laws, which do not carry a direct Eye to 
remote Accidents. Captivities in Effect repea- 
led :a great Part of the Ceremonial Law, and 
= the Body of Laws was not hurt, becauſe 
bligation never extends beyond Poſſibility. 
Tho whatever has been hitherto urg d to 
prove the Lawfulneſs of the mix d Cup from 
Scripture has in my Letter to Doctor Brett been 
expoſed as ridiculous and impudent, I ſhall con- 
deſeend juſt to touch upon your four Particu- 
en nl ien by 
.. Firſt, To compare the diſputed Text with 
other Texts of Scripture. - 431-1 


Tou have no Proof that the Cup was mingled, 
from any Compariſon you draw: from thence 
your Notians of the Fruit of the Vine you have 
given up as precarious; your Proof from Pro- 
verbs is the arbitrary Con jecture of Commenta- 
tors, who were not infallible, and who ſtretch'd 
Prophecies till they crack'd. Moreover, the 
Word imports any thing pour'd out or mix'd, 
as has been prov'd. Here you make the Eucha- 
riſt to be a Sign of the Lord's Death, and but 
juſt before you quarrel with Mr. Leſlie for cal- 
ling it a Sign. But this Notion of repreſenting 
the Water pouring from his Side, is a Gueſs, 
and cannot be eiſential, becauſe it has no Re- 
lation to compleat the Sacrifice. Laſtly, as 
to the Water mentioned with the Blood of the 
old Covenant, it was a Type of Baptiſm, as it 
is every where, that Water is mentioned with 


Blood. 
econd- 
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Secondliy Fa conſider the human Hiſtory of 
ſuch Places, Times, and Facts, as concern ithe 
diſputed Text is itn eins Ki 
That it was the Cuſtum of thoſe Eaſtern 
Countries: to drink Wine mix d, is only a here 
Probability of the Fact but no Proof of that. 
becauſe Origen expreſsly ſays in was not mix d. 
Moreover, this can be no Proof for an eſſenti- 
al, but for an accidental Mixture, as I have 
obſer d in my Letter to Dr. Hr er. 
Thirdly, The pretended Phraſeology of, the! 
Fewiſh Languige. * Which if in this Caſeſ it 
would be admitted, and if the conſtant Cuſtom 
was to drink Wine with 'the Water, the Liquor 
would be called the Fruit of the Vine and not; 
plain Wine. As particulirhy ahi v. 12. The: 
Harp and the Viol, the Talveti and Pine, and | 
Wine are in their Feaſts. Again, Iſaighlv.cts 
Buy Wine and Milk wit haut Money. Wa gan- 
not ſuppoſe the Prophet would uſe the ſtanda- 
lous Similitude of inviting:Mem to he drufik; 
and, by common Confeſſion Wie without Wa- 
ter in thoſe Countries was. infamous. «i 
Again, is it not Aid That Melchiſedeck 
brought Bread and Wine not the Fruitief the 
Vine? And yet if this: Phraſeology had been 
common, it muſt have been ſo ter d or t 
leaſt you would be very lonth to part with ei- 
cbiſedeck, and make him a Type againſt y α. 
Fourthly, the Doctrine and Practice of the 
r 7f noe © ffi 7h? 
I affert, that your Proofs from Antiquity, 
do not come up to Vincentius —— Rule, 
ecauſe 
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vecauſe the Practice of ohe or two Churehes is 
fo Evidence for Univerfality, unleſs it has 
Mr. Leſlie's firſt Mark, as 10 ind the 
is plain from hence, that there Was in-the We- 
ſtern Church a r taking even 
the Cup from the Eaity/ Ages before they could 
find out the Cheargi And therefore an Innovation 
ſo early might ariſe from a warm Hint taken 
from ſome Allegorucall Whimſy in the Fathers 
enen bobooie u Lid 
pen the whole; Lonelude, that you cannot 
bring one Heſtimony fot the Eſſentiality of the 
Cup; it was ſo far from being an uſſiverſal Uſage, 
that the Queſtion was not iſtartedirill the Schools 
men rais d it for dpeculation, and they gave their 
Opinions àgainſt it. It s indeed pretty ſtrange, 
that / the whole Ghriſtian Church for fo. many 
Ages ſnould mainta iman Eſſential, and not know 
noVebet i blouow 12 % 1 1, | 
, *Accbrding taybür Schemes, you-muſt divide 
the Euchariſt int two Divifions. Firſt, As it 
is the grand Sacriiine. Secondly, As it is a Re- 
preſentation of Qlxiſtis Death, and conſequent- 
Iy Chriſt's Water muſt be repreſented, to ſhew 
that Chriſt perfectiy died; therefore the Wa- 
ter is no Part of the Sacritice. And as to the 
repreſenting materially his Death, when it is 
expteſs ly laid down in the Office, I cannot ſte 
the abſolute Nerefliry of repreſenting it that 
Way, when our devouring the Elements repre- 
fents his Burial in the Grave, which is one Step 
beyond his expiring upon the Croſ s. 
5 8 con- 
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I conclude, unhappy Friend, that your P 

had been better . in cling Logick, 
and the Fundamentals of Reaſoning, than in 
appearing puhlickly with crude and indigeſted 
Thoughts to the World. So wiſhing Improve- 
ment in every good Thing, I remain your 
Well-wiſher p 

, ME. 


FE] N 1 * | 


. . 88 , by 5 
EIS 9 
* ” « 


VIH aut ich bas e bb eK 

1 pig. Hg nt Hrolgms 1158 n99 0 Bad 
| | nit nd gains 10 else mg T addy: bas 
1 boftopthni bas ob UI Vn gs 
= ent gairdtiw 06 (P10 513 on enge 

| 10 nigm1 I gti] boop yu!) Ty An 
. | nie dle ; 
= I N N 


= l 
© % — 
— — —— 
, 4 . 


* e 
4 pars 


FD) x * 
Seren 1 
3 | 9 Ku * 
* _ * N 51 f | 


x” .» WR 
n 6 3 2 y 
* 


